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Current Topics. 

In THE CASE of a petition which came before Byryg, J., on 

Saturday, the 8th inst., the learned judge complained that the 

petition was typewritten upon such thin paper that it could be 

seen through, which made it difficult to ; and his lordship, 

while granting the petition, disallowed part of the costs of 
making that particular copy. 





THERE wit be found in our advertisement columns a full 

rospectus and time-table of the lectures and classes established 
+ the Law Society for the term commencing the 10th of 
September and ending the 31st of October. It comprises a very 
complete course of teaching for the Intermediate and Final 
Examinations, and the fees are very moderate. In a circular 
which has been issued by the President it is submitted whether 
it would not be desirable to insert in future articlesof clerkshi 
a covenant that the clerk will attend such law lectures a 
classes in connection with the Law Society (or the local pro- 
vincial education, as the case may be) as the solicitor may from 
time to time prescribe, and it is stated that a similar coyenant 
has been inserted in some cases with excellent effect. The 
suggestion appears to be well worthy of consideration. 





Tue Master of the Rolls, at the rising of the court on 
Wednesday, made the following satisfactory statement with 
regard to the state of the cause list. Hesaid: The position of 
the arrears of work in the Ap Courts this year compares 
very favourably with last year, when, on rising for the Long Vaca- 
tion, we had only dealt with final appeals set down up to the 
Pp ing 12th of December, whereas we have this year dis- 
posed of the cases in that list down to March last. With respect 
to new trials, we have disposed of all up to the 8th of April. 
We have disposed also of all the Admiralty appeals that were 
ready to be heard; workmen’s compensation cases are 
cleared off up to the Ist of April. These form the only arrears 
on the common law side. Then, as to the Chance 
appeals, last year at this time these appeals were panes 
of down to the 2ist of January, whereas they have this year 





Williams, Romer, Esq., J.P., DL. 
Esq. 


Masterman, Henry Chauncy, Esq. |. Williams, William 


been taken up to the 25th of March last. Again a substantial 
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diminution of arrears. Appeals from the Probate and Divorce 
Division are all disposed of completely; the same is the case 
with appeals from the Palatine Courts, and all Bankruptcy 
appeals have been cleared off. Interlocutory appeals in both 
divisions have also been practically disposed of. The result is 
that the arrears are much less than they were at the corres- 
ponding date last year, and at the end of the Long Vacation we 
shall have to meet arrears of work that in no case amount to 
more than six months. It is anticipated that a third Court of 
Appeal will again be formed to sit at the commencement of the 
next sittings. 





Ovr READERS will remember that as soon as the Revenue 
Bill, 1903, appeared, we drew attention to the proposal of clause 
6, which required that a duly stamped statement of any increase 
of capital of any company registered under the Companies Acts 
shall be delivered to the registrar within fifteen days after the 
passing of the resolution for the increase of capital, and then 
proceeded: ‘‘In default of that delivery, the duty, with interest 
thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from the passing of 
the resolution, shall be a debt to His Majesty recoverable from 
the company, and the liability of holders of shares in the company 
shall not as respects that debt be limited to the amount paid or 
payable on their shares.” We remarked that if this exception 
from the general rule as to limited liability was to be permitted 
at the instance of the Treasury it would be a very bad 
precedent, and we expressed a hope that the provision given 
above in italics would be struck out. Mr. T. H. Rozerrson, 
M.P. (whose services last year with regard to the application of 
the proviso in section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, to a deed of 
discharge of a trustee will be remembered), took up the matter, 
and put down an amendment in committee to leave out the 
obnoxious words, and this amendment was accepted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer; so that we are not likely to hear 
anything more of this audacious attempt to infringe the principle 
of limited liability, But, supposing there had been no Mr, 
Rosertson, would any of the other lawyer members of the 
House have taken the least trouble in the matter? We 
remarked some time ago—and experience confirms the observa- 
tion—that the average legal Member of Parliament is of no 
use in watching legislation on matters which do not excite 
general public attention, and the recent attempt of the Treasury 
shews how thoroughly they appreciate this fact. 





OvuR READERS may remember that some few months ago we 
dealt incidentally with some aspects of municipal trading in 
relation to the question of bankers’ overdrafts to local authorities, 
and particularly with the point that many of the trading or semi- 
trading concerns upon which municipal authorities embark, and 
in respect of which such overdrafts are incurred, are not properly 
audited, so as to show their actual results from a profit and loss 
point of view, because municipal corporations are not obliged to 
have their accounts audited by a Local Government Board 
auditor. Since these articles appeared, the question of 
municipal trading has attracted the attention of Parliament, 
and the joint committee appointed to investigate the subject 
have just issued their report. It is significant that it appears 
that, being unable; owing to the complexity of the subject, to cover 
the whole ground in the time at their disposal, they have selected 
the subject of municipal accounts as most needing investigation, 
and have confined their attention to that point. Upon this 
subject the joint committee have come to a conclusion which 
will, we think, commend itself to the common sense of most 
people—namely, that, whatever view may be taken of the 
proper limits of municipal trading, it is of the first importance 
that, in respect of all such undertakings, the ratepayers 
should be kept as fully and regularly informed of the 
success or failure of the undertaking as shareholders are 
in an ordinary trading company. At present it is almost 
impossible (in many instances) to tell, owing to the way in which 
the accounts are kept, what is the financial result of many of 
these undertakings, and the ratepayers are thereby kept in the 
dark, and deprived of the only really effective weapon of 
criticism available in order to defeat future schemes of a similar 


kind—namely, the materials for proving that such undertak 
have been a commercial failure and cast a heavy burden 
them. The most effective means of securing this is a unifoy 
system of audit by Government auditors, and we are glad to 
that the committee recommend that such a uniform gs 
should be applied to all the large local authorities. 








THE CONTENTION of the respondents in the appeal in Lay 
v. O'Hara (ante p. 639) would, if sustained, have introduced g 
altogether new principle into licensing law, a pring 
for which there exists neither judicial nor statutory authony 
For it was contended that the fact that the licence-holder had 
fact, as found by the justices, left the premises and “ did ng 
intend to exercise any control over the premises, or in any yy 
identify himself in the obligations imposed upon him as licenge" 
amounted to an abandonment of the license, and that as a regu} 
in the eye of the law he was in the position of an unlicengd 
person, and could not resume the sale of intoxicating liguy 
again before the expiration of the licence. This contentiq 
necessarily implies that the grant of a licence imposes an oblig, 
tion upon the licensee to continue the trade of a publican with. 
out interruption during the period for which the licence js 
granted. But one looks in vain, either in the provisions of th 
Licensing Acts, or in the conditions indorsed upon the licence, fr 
any statement which could afford a ground for such a deductin, 
There is not even a suggestion of the existence of any sud 
obligation. But apart from statutory provision, can it be sail 
that there is any rule of common law which imposes sucha 
obligation upon alicensee? Considering that the very foundatin 
and source of all licensing law is to be traced to legislation, 
and has been continuously developed and regulated by statu 
since the time of Epwarp VII., one would not expect to, andin 
fact one cannot, find any trace of any such rule. It mayh 
that on grounds of public policy and convenience it is desirable 
that a licensee should be obliged to continue the sale of liquor 
without interruption so ‘long as he holds a licence. This ruk 
might be justified on the ground that it is a duty he owes to the 
public in return for the privilege of being granted a limite 
monopoly. But, if so, there is need of legislation to produm 
that result in law. As Lord AtversTone said, suppose a ma 
was ill and weni away for six months, or suppose he wanted tp 
try some other employment and changed his mind and returndl 
before his licence expired, is it in either case to be said that he 
has lost his licence? Such a decision would not only be cm 
trary to law, but would involve very practical hardships upons 
licensee. 





Ir 1s well known that it is very difficult to define the circum 
stances in which the procurement of a breach of contract is 
actionable, and the difficulty seems to be increased by the 
conflict of judicial opinion exhibited in Glamorgan Coal 
(Limited) v. South Wales Miners’ Federation (Times, 12th inst.) in 
which the Court of Appeal have, by a majority, reversed the 
decision vf Bienam, J. (51 W. R. 59). Primd facie, no doubt, it 
is unlawful for C., who is a stranger to a contract between A. 
and B., to induce either party to commit a breach of the com 
tract, and it is settled that such conduct is actionable if C. was 
acting maliciously. And what is to be understood as malice 
was defined by Brerr, L.J., in Bowen y. Hall (6 Q. B. D.,p 
338): ‘If the persuasion be used for the indirect purpose of 
injuring the plaintiff, or of tenefiting the defendant at the 
expense of the plaintiff, it is a malicious act, which is 
in law and in fact a wrong act, and therefore a wrongfd 
act, and therefore an actionable act if injury ensues from 
it.’ But this definition clearly does not apply to the case 
where the defendant, in inciting to a breach of contract, has n0 
ulterior hurt to the plaintiff or benefit to Rimself in view, butis 
actuated solely by a desire to give honest advice to the party 
who breaks the contract as to what is really for his 
advantage. In the case in question Bionam, J., regarded the 
interference of the defendants, the South Wales Miners’ Feders- 
tion, as of this nature, and gave judgment in their favour. The 
federation had induced the miners to stop work upon certail 
days in violation of the existing contracts with the plaintifls 
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iat there was no direct intention to injure the plaintiffs, and the 
federation believed that they were acting in the best interests 
¢ both parties. The definition, however, in Bowen v. Hall, 
ghich is easy of application, has been followed by other defini- 
tions of a different form, which have been considered both by 
Bionam, J.. and the Court of Appeal, and in these the procuring 
ofthe breach of contract is said to be actionable unless there 
yas sufficient justification for the interference (see per Bowen, 
p- 614; per Lord 
WaoyaGHTEN in Quinn vy. Leathem, 1901, A.C., p.510). Of course 
it by no means follows that “ sufficient justification” in the 
later cases is the same thing as “‘ without malice” in the earlier, 
wd the judgments given in the present case shew that we are 
byno means at the end of the controversy. Bicuam, J., and 
Yavcnan WrirturaMs, L.J., consider that the Federation had 
suficient justification for their conduct; Romer and Srirxive, 
LJJ., take a contrary view. Hence, for resent, the result is 
in favour of the plaintiff. It may be heped, however, that the 
doctrine that honest advice does not, under such circumstances, 
import liability will ultimately prevail. 





Tue case of Rathbone Brothers v. McIver, decided by the Court 
of Appeal on the 2nd of July, adds another to the long list of 
decisions upon the construction of exceptions in bills of lading. 
The early bills of lading did not contain any exceptions at all. 
The first set of exceptions used was only ‘the act of God, the 
King’s enemies, and dangers of the seas.” But fresh words of 
exception were added from time to time, some no doubt with the 
object of escaping from the operation of certain decisions in the 
courts. The liability of the shipowners has been by these means 
s0 far restricted that it has been said that his only obligation is 
to receive the freight, and one is rather surprised that the 
merchant is not required to ship his goods subject to a condition 
that the carrier will incur no liability whatever in respect of 
injury to them, whether arising from the act, neglect, or default 
of his servants or otherwise. If the object of the shipowner is 
toavoid all liability in respect of the conveyance or loss of or 
damage to the goods, and to offer nothing but a dry statement 
that he intends to take all reasonable care for the security of the 
different parcels while under his charge, it would not require 
many words to express his meaning. But the plan of 
adding to the list of exceptions is preferred, possibly for good 
and sufficient reasons. In Rathbone v. McIver the bill of lading 
exempted the shipowners from liability “‘for loss or damage 
resulting from the consequence of any injury to or defect in 
hull, tackle, or machinery Owever such defect or 
injury may be caused, and notwithstanding that the same may 
have existed at or at any time before the loading or sailing of 
the vessel and whether the loss or injury: arising 
therefrom be occasioned by the negligence of the 
, owners, masters, officers crew, and whether 
before or after or during the voyage, or for whose acts the 
shipowner would otherwise be liable, or by unseaworthiness of 
the oe at the beginning or at any period of the voyage, pro- 
vided all reasonable means have been taken to provide against 
such unseaworthiness.” Some of the goods shipped were 
damaged by fresh water, which escaped from a pipe which was 
broken at the time when the cargo was loaded. It was 


‘admitted that the vessel was not fit to receive cargo at 


the time when the goods were loaded, and that reason- 
able means had not been taken to provide against that 
unfitness; but the defendants claimed exemption from 
liability under the terms of the bill of lading. It was held 
by the Court of Appeal that the clause relating to unsea- 
worthiness did not create an additional exception, but was a 
qualification of the prior exceptions, that it included unfitness of 
the ship to receive the cargo, and that, as the shipowners had 
not taken reasonable means to provide against that unfitness, 
they were liable for the loss. The broad principle upon which 
the case was decided appears to be that, although the ship- 
owners — have really intended to cover by the exception all 
defects at the beginning of the voyage, whether latent or patent, 
yet the language which they used was too ambiguous for that 
oo. The case will probably be followed by some alteration 
i the form of bills of lading. 





Ir was often been said that the most useful duty of an 
advocate in the Common Law Oourts is the examination of 
witnesses, and this saying has a wider application at the 
ioe day, when the practice of taking the evidence at the trial 

y the oral examination of the witnesses has been extended to 
other tribunals. To examine a witness effectively (we are 
speaking of the examination in chief) is an art which is not 
learned in a day. In many cases it requires a long and tedious 
apprenticeship. According to Huprsras, ‘ witnesses as watches 
go, just as you set them, fast or slow.” But witnesses are not 
generally so tractable. Some are long-winded, some absent- 
minded, some tell one story out of court and another in the 
witness box, others smilingly tell the examiner that they have 
no recollection of facts which, according to his instructions, they 
are ready to prove. Even where the evidence is given in a 
satisfactory manner, the advocate has to keep his eye on the 
jury to see whether any part of the evidence has escaped their 
notice through fatigue or inattention on their part. Those who can 
remember some of the most experienced practitioners at Nisi Prius 
have been struck by the caution and deliberation with which each 
question was put during the examination in chief, and the 
evident desire of the questioner not to h or unnerve the 
witness. Complaints are often made of the demeanour of the 
presiding judge during these examinations. The judge has, of 
course, to make a written note of the evidence. But he is nota 
mere scribe. He has an important duty to discharge in summing 
up the case, and he may reasonably be expected to pay some 
attention to the demeanour of the witness. A complaint often 
heard is that the judge, especially if he happens to be a rapid 

enman, is always cae ts examining counsel, who perhaps 

as not settled the next question, to go faster. Cases must of 
course be governed by the particular circumstances; but the 
weighty observations of Lord Bacon shew that in his days this 
interference by the judge was the subject of criticism. ‘It is no 
ace to a judge first to find that which he might have heard in 
ue time from the bar, or to shew quickness of conceit in cutting 
off evidence or counsel too short.” 





In an action tried at Leeds last week before Granraaw, J., 
and a special jury, it appeared that the plaintiff had written to 
the company, ef which the defendant was a director, asking 
whether a French merchant was good in the ordinary way of 
trade for a credit of from £1,000 to £1,500. The defendant 
thereupon replied, in the course of his ordinary work at the 
company’s office, saying “‘ we consider him good,” and “ we give 
him credit for about the amount you name.” The plaintiff 
accordingly gave the Frenchman credit largely exceeding £1,500. 
Later on, the Frenchman failed, and it transpired that this was 
his second bankruptcy, that the company had been large 
creditors in the first bankruptcy, and that the “credit” alluded 
to in the defendant’s letter was not credit in the ordinary 
way of trade, but was a sum remaining unpaid after the 


first bankruptcy. The plaintiff then brought this action, 
claiming damages for misrepresentation of the credit 
of the Frenchman. By section 6 of Lord Trnrerpen’s Act of 


1828 he was limited in his action to the actual person who 
signed the representation (Swift v. Jewsbury § Goddard, L. R. 
8 Q. B. D. 244) though it is more than likely that he would 
have been quite satisfied to proceed against the company. Judg- 
ment was given for the plaintiff for £1,500 damages, less the 
proportion he might recover in the bankruptcy. In this case it 
was proved to the satisfaction of the jury that the defendant had 
knowledge of the facts set out above. But a set of circum- 
stances may readily be conceived where two or three directors, 
or other persons, give instructions for such a letter to be written, 
with the result that only the actual signatory will be liable in 
the event of similar p ings being ultimately taken. And it 
is obvious that by the judicious employment of a man of straw 
re, the letter, an unfortunate plaintiff may be kept out of 
the fruits of his victory, although the company itself may be 
well able to pay. 








The Lords’ amendments to the County Courts Jurisdiction Extension 
Bill were considered in the House of Commons on Y, and were 
agreed to with amendments, 
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“1° : ‘ persons who would receive the rack-rent if the premises were le 
The Rateability of Premises Dedicated at a rack-rent . . . a man is not the less the owner of prema 
° because by the provisions of the deed under which he holds then 

to Public Uses. they cannot, so long as he sae pa be let bo . ay s 

: : . . Wh , in th f premises which were prevented by an Act 4 Selec 

1 th wadnimaan Besieged gene tones ed pang af the law Pola heme tele ies at a rack rent, st ever could be a i shirley’s 
of local government are often conflicting, or, if not conflicting, at owner within the meaning of the section, I very much doubt, [jy Barrister- 


any rate depend upon such subtle distinctions, that it is extremely 
difficult to reconcile them, or to extract a principle of practical 
utility. Sometimes, however, after a long line of such semi- 
conflicting decisions, nicely balanced, and practically useless as a 
guide to lawyer or layman, there comes a case which seems to 
clinch the particular question in one way or another. Such a 
decision is always particularly welcome, and it is a subject for 
great regret when some subsequent decision of a superior court 
overruling it reproduces the previous doubt and uncertainty upon 
the point. 

For a very long time the question how far commons, open 
spaces, and other premises dedicated to the use of the public, 
and vested in commissioners or local authorities, were subject to 
be rated, and whether such authorities were “owners” within 
the meaning of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, or of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, was very hotly contested, and the 
decisions one way and the other were very easily balanced. 
But in 1901 the question was considered on principle by a 
Divisional Court composed of Bruce and Putiimore, JJ., in 
Vestry of Fulham vy. Minter (1901, 49 W. R. 415). Most of the 
previous cases were cited, and the court came to the conclusion 
that the only test to apply was, Are the premises in question 
physically and legally capable of beneficial enjoyment? If so, 
although dedicated to the use of the public, the local authority, 
or other persons in whom the land is vested, are the “‘ owners” 
within the meaning of the definition in the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act, 1855, which is in effect the same as that in section 4 
of the Public Health Act, 1875. This decision, though not wholly 
satisfactory from some points of view, was accepted to a great 
extent as final and has been very largely acted upon. But now 
very recently the Court of Appeal have reconsidered the whole 
question, and, overruling The Vestry of Fulham v. Minter, have 
decided, in London County Council v. Wandsworth Borough Council 
(51 W. R. 499), that an absolute dedication to public purposes 
places the land extra commercium, and that the burden of the 
public right deprives those in whom the legal estate and 
possession is vested of the beneficial ownership or occupation of 
such land, and they are not owners, that is, according to the 
definitions, “‘ persons for the time being receiving the rack-rent 
of the premises, or who would receive the same if such lands or 
premises were let at a rack-rent.” 

It is necessary, therefore, once more to reconsider this rather 
difficult question in the light of this most recent decision, and 
we think it will be recognized on a fuller consideration that, 
although it is, from some points of view, rather disturbing to 
have the whole subject reopened, yet the solution found by the 
Court of Appeal in London County Council v. Wandsworth 
Borough Council is not only more satisfactory from the point 
of view of the community at large, but also lays down a 
principle which provides a simpler and more universal test as 
to whether premises thus dedicated are rateable or not. 

Both the Vestry of Fulham v. Minter and London County Council 
v. Wandsworth Borough Council were cases in which the local 
authority was sought to be made liable as the “ owner” within sec- 
tion 250 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, which provides 
that ‘‘ owner’ shall mean the person for the time being receiv- 
ing the rack-rent of the lands or premises in connection with 
which the said word is used; whether on his own account or as 
agent or trustee for any other person, or who would so receive 
the same if such lands or premises were let at a rack-rent.” 
In Vestry of Fulham v. Minter the local authority had acquired the 
land under the Open 8 
was vested in the local authority under the Commons Acts. In 
both cases the question really was as put by the late A. L.. 
Sworn, L.J., in Hornsey District Council vy. Smith (1897, 1 Ch. 
843)—Was the land by statute for ever incapable of yielding a 
rack-rent? In Wright y. Ingle (34 W. R. 221) Bowsn, L.J., 
said: “The section does not confine the term ‘owner’ to those 
persons who could receive a rack-rent from the particular 
premises, or could let them ata rack-rent; it includes those 


aces Act, in the Wandsworth case the land |. 








am inclined to think that if the incapacity to let were stampa 
upon the premises, they never could have an owner within th 
meaning of the section.” Now this principle was accepted by 
Bruce, J., in the Fulham case, but ina somewhat amplified 
form, which perhaps resulted in the decision which has now bem 















































overruled. ‘ Where the premises,” he said ‘‘are of such, i a 
character that they are struck with a legal incapacity of eve i ae 
being used or let at a rack-rent, that incapacity being of a per. Orde 
manent character and of such a kind as to _ os of the Aug 
roperty, then the is not property of which there cam % part & 
be m pth withia ta memning of the statute.” The learnel % pwilfa an 
judge seemed to think that there must be an alteration in th = 
nature of the property, by reason of the manner in or purpose for ing “ 
which it was used, such as would preclude it ever afterwards from HF joca) G 
being let at a rack-rent, and that in the absence of such a chang appe 
there could be no exemption. As the other learned judge of the sat 
Divisional Court. put it in the Fulham case, ‘‘ The question we . 
have to decide is whether the land can be beneficially used, ani =P 
not whether the particular owner at the moment can beneficially cost 
use it.” Wright 
But the court, in the London County Council v. Wandsworth be \ 
Borough Council, rejected this test, and have laid down a broader een 
and sounder principle, which, indeed, is not altogether new, for Cot 
it is founded on the language of Lord Warson in Great Kasten rerr 
Railway Co. v. Hackney District Board (31 W. R. 769), namely: the 
Is the dedication of the land to public purposes of such a natur - 
that the use of it for any purpose must be confined to such pes 
purposes as are subsidiary to the main purpose to which ani @ chamb 
for which it was wholly dedicated? If so, the land may Or 
be said, in the language of Bowzy, L.J., to be “ stampel ~ 
with an incapacity to let,” and the mere fact that the local vind * 
authority receive certain sums of money from third person ap 
in respect of their management of the land, with a view to Close 
developing it and maintaining it in a state of greater usefulnes Cc 
with regard to the purpose for which it exists, does not constitute Jt 
them ‘‘ owners” within the statute. As VaucHan WILLIAMS - 
L.J., puts it, ‘Such dedication to the public places the land 
extra commercium, and the burden of the public right deprives 
those in whom the legal estate and possession is vested of the 
beneficial ownership or occupation of such land.’’ It is true that Ogan 
some remarks of the same learned Lord Justice might lead t fe 
the supposition that the principle only applies where the rents y 
pont. | shew a surplus after providing for the expenses of the exe- Uppe 
cution of the statutory purposes for which the land was dedicated. sl 
But the principle would rather appear to be one of more gen ‘ 
application. It would seem, moreover, not necessarily to be J 
confined to those cases in which the dedication is statutory, but McM 
to be equally applicable to cases in which the land has been put 
extra commercium by deed. ‘The question merely is in 6a 
case, Has there been an unequivocal and irrevocable dedication me 





in favour of the public? It is obvious that the adoption of this 
principle renders it very much easier to say in each case 
whether there is an exception or not than under the finding m 
Minter’s case, which practically said that in each case one must 
look into the facts as to the way in which the premises were i 
fact being dealt with and what was being got out of them. Une 
need now only go into the facts as to the use and management 
of the premises so far as to satisfy oneself that such use @ 
management is subsidiary to the main purpose—the exclusive 
beneficial enjoyment of the premises by the public. 



















The Poor Prisoners’ Defence Bill was read a third time in the House of 
Commons on Tuesday. 


Next summer, says the Globe, the Parisian bar will mark its appreciation 
of the recent hospitality. of the Hardwicke Society by entertaining 
leading members of that society. It is understood that Sir Edward Clarke, 
who was once president of the society, will be among the guests of the 
Order of Advocates, and that several other ex-officers of the society wh? 
have become eminent at the bar will accompany him. 
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11868 Were lq ‘ (Interlocutory List.) 
of — Reviews. W. Johnson & Sons (Leeds) (Limited) v. Chandler. Appeal of plaintiffs 
© holds then : from order of Mr. Justice Walton (set down July 16, 1903). Dismissed 
> Tea Books Received. Melthans Spitmaine Gs. (Limited) e. Mayor, &¢., of Huddersficld, and Bent 
L by an Acti A Selection of Leading Cases in the Criminal Law (founded on ee ee a i «a ggg Fs Soo pres be from 
could be B We" . 3 Ley Silk Mills (Limited) v. The Same. Appeal of defendants 
a shirley’s Leading Cases); with Notes, by HENRY WARBURTON, order of Mr. Justice Wright (set down July 20, 1903). Dismissed with 
ch doubt, ]M parrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). costs. Aug. 11. 
ere stam Murray v. Cooper. Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice Walton 
r within the (set down Aug. 6, 1903). arren Vernon Cooper. — of plaintiff 
accepted by from order of Mr. Justice Walton (set down Aug. 6, 1903). Dismissed 
at amplite Result of Appeals. eee te 
vt a House of Lords. (For Judgment.) 
- & P 4 ‘ 
ity of eye Beyfus and Another v. Lawley and Another. Further heard for the The yee ak ee 3 Se eed > uesk 
io of appellants ; counsel appearing for the respondents, but not called on. Spo E y “ ~ ag . 
& Of a per. Order appealed from affirmed, and a 1 dismi oth enta from judgment of Mr. Justice Wright, Sir F. Feel, and Viscount 
ature of th M Aug 6. igaconmne ‘| Cobham. ~ Dismissed with costs. Aug. 12. 
; there can MM port & Co. v. Michael. Adjourned sine die. Aug. 6. (Original Motions.) 
ne learned Bwilfa and Merthyr Dare Steam Collieries (1891) (Limited) v. Pontypridd | ™ the Matter of an Arbitration between owners of Steamship Richard 
tion in the Water Works Co. (Limited). Considered. Order appealed from Nordraak and J. W. Lennard & Sons (Limited). Appeal of respon- 
purpose for reversed. Order of King’s Bench Division restored. The respondents dents for security for costs of appeal (No. 166, K. B. Final List). 
wards from to pay to the appellants their costs, both here and below. Aug. 6. _ Struck out. Aug 12. _ : . 
hac local Government Board for Ireland v. McKay. Considered. Order | Chilvers v. Drew. Application for stay of execution pending appeal (by 
d ange appealed from reversed. Order for writ of mandamus discharged. No order). Dismissed with costs. Aug. 12. 
L of the —_ to pao party. Aug. 6. ; (Interlocutory List.) 
westion we Tolhurst v. Associ Portland Cement Manufacturers (1900) (Limited). i 
“used, anj fg Same v. Same and Others. Consolidated appeals. Considered. Oniers | DelaP.and Others e, Codd. Appeal of J. A. Codd, (im person) from order 
enefical appealed from affirmed, with variation, and appeal dismissed with we » Cees we , 
costs. Aug. 6. ee 
‘ Wright » McConnel. Order of April 27 discharged. Petition allowed to Appeal Court II. 
andsworth be withdrawn on application of petitioner, agent for appellant assent- Final List 
a broader ing thereto. Aug 6, (Fina *) 
r new, for Fenton (Pauper) v. J. Horley & Co. (Limited). Considered. Order of the Ilford Gas Co. v. Ilford Urban District Council (John Jackson, 3rd 
at E slate Court of Appeal and award of the county court judge reversed. Action party). Appeal of 3rd party from judgment of Mr. Justice Lawrance 
remitted to the county court, with a direction tothe judge to ascertain without a jury, Middlesex (set down Aug. 23, 1902). 
) namely: the amount of compensation to which the appellant is entitled. The (New Trial Paper.) 
L & nature respondents to pay to the appellant his costs, both here and below; to . , 
Ilford Gas Co. v. The Ilford Urban District Council (J. Jackson, 3rd 





be taxed in the manner usual when an appellant sues in formd 







































party). Application of defendants as against 3rd party for judgment 
or new trial on appeal from verdict and judgment at trial before Mr. 


Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex (set down June 12, 
tored). Allowed 


1902), to be heard with 20 Final List, by order (res 


with costs here and below. Aug. 7. 
The Firbanks Co. ». Dyson. Ap of defendant from judgment of Mr. 
Justice Wright, without a jury, Middlesex (set down March 5, 1903). 
Allowed with costs. Aug. 7. 

(Interlocutory List.) 
In re Fraser. Lowther v. Fraser. Appeal of defendant from order of Mrs 
Justice Byrne (set down July 28, 1903) (by order). Allowed with 


cost. Aug. 10. 
(For Judgment.) 
(Final List.) 
Glamorgan Coal Co. (Limited) and Others v. The South Wales Miners’ 
Federation and Others. Appeal of plaintiffs from judgment of Mr, 


Justice Bigham and a special jury, Middlesex (set down Aug. 18, 
1902) (c. a. v. July ts 1903). ‘Allowed with costs ; Vaughan Williams’ 
ing. ll 


# » a. 

Giblan v. National Amalgamated Labourers’ Union of Great Britain and 
Ireland. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice Walton 

with a jury, Cardiff (set down July 9, 1902) (c. a. v. June'29). Allowed 
with costs. Aug. 11. 

Krell v. Henry. Appeal of plaintiff from judgment of Mr. Justice Dar! 
without a jury, Middlesex (set down Sept. 1, 1902) (c. a. v. July 10, 
1903). Dismissed ; no costs of appeal. 

The Lord Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Sheffield o. Barclay 
and Another. Appeal of defendants from judgment of the Lord 
Chief Justice, without a jury, Middlesex (set down Dec. 19, 1902) part 

heard (c. a. v. July 30), Dismissed with costs. Aug. 11. 


(Original Motion.) 


Divorce. Beecham v. Beecham. Application of petitioner that respondent 
pay costs of stamp on deed of covenant. Allowed. No costs. Aug 11. 


(Interlocutory List.) 

Reade v. Cruickshank. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady (set down July 30, 1903). Dismissed ; costs to be costs 
in the action. Aug 11. 

The London City & Midland Bank (Limited) v. Greaves and Others. 
Ap of defendants from order of Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady (set 
down July, 1903). Dismissed with costs. Aug 

In the Matter of the Companies " 

Lilley & Lilley (Limited). Appeal of the late 
of Mr, Justice Byrne (set down Aug. 4, 1903). with costs. 


Aug. 12. 
Christy & Co, and Others v. Tipper & Son and In re a Trade Mark No, 242, 
108, and in the Patent, Design, and ‘Trade Mark Acta, of 
defendants Tipper Son from order of Mr, Justice Keke (set 
down Aug. 7, 1903) by order. Allowed with costs. Aug. 12. 


[Compiled by Mr. Anruur F, Cuarrcs, Shorthand Writer.) 





d 
“huh a pauperis. Aug. 7. . 
eal Chamberlain & Hollham (Limited) v. Mayor, &c., of Bradford. Considered. 
: stam =. appealed from affirmed, and appeal dismissed with costs. 
ug. 7. 
the local City of London Electric Lighting Co. ». Mayor, &c., of London, et é contra. 
| persons Considered. Order appealed from affirmed, and original and cross- 
view appeals dismissed with costs. Aug. 7. 
sefulnes Close Brothers & Co. v. Estates Development Co. (Limited) e¢ é contra. 
onatiiale Considered. Order appealed from reversed. Judgment of Mr. 
- Justice Buckley restored. Cross-appeal dismissed. The ndents 
ILLIAMS, in the original appeal to pay all costs in this House and in the courts 
the land below. Aug. 7. 
co Appeal Court I. 
lead to Ogan v. Raite & Holt. Appeal of plaintiffs {from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Grantham and cross-notice by defendant, dated April 2nd,)1903, with- 
16 rents out a jury, Middlesex (set down Feb. 19, 1903). Dismissed with costs. 
the exe- Aug. 7. 
dicated, Upperton and Wife v. The Union Castle Mail Steamship Co. (Limited). 
general Appeal of defendants from judgment of Mr, Justice Bi ham, without 
toe ie? Middlesex (set down Jan. 13, 1903), Dismissed with costs. 
ry, but McMaster and Others v. Benson. Appeal of defendant from Lord Chief 
een put Justice and Justices Wills and Channell (set down Feb. 19, 1903). 
in each Dismissed with costs. Aug. 7. 
lication (Interlocutory List.) 
of this Williams and Another v. Parry. Appeal of plaintiffs from ‘order of Mr 
h case Justice Darling (set down July 30, 1903). ¥ sowed with costs. Aug 10. 
ing in « Sherley v. Kino, Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. Justice Grantham 
> and a ye jury, Middlesex (set down July 13, 1903). Sherley v. 
i _ Kino. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice Grantham and 
Were 1p as jury, Middlesex (set down July 21, 1903). To go back to the 
_ One id ge to draw order. Aug. 10. 
remnent ) & Co. (Limited), Judgment Creditors v. Reed, Judgment Debtors 
can (Gidley and Others, Garnishees). Appeal of oe creditors from 
lade — “— 7 _ Walton (set down Aug. 6, 1903). Dismissed with 
Charles i} & Co. (Limited) v. Sellar. - of plaintiffs from order 
of Mr. Justice Wright (set down July 23, 1903). To be heard before 
full court. Aug. 10. 
v. Hammond. fone of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
ouse of Walton (set down J y 25, 1903). Dismissed with costs. Aug. 10. 
». Barrett and Another. Appeal of defendant Barrett from order of 
R . Justice Walton (set down Aug. 6, 1903). Allowed with costs. 
ciation Aug. 10. 
us . (Original Motion.) 
of the Bradshaw ». Kelly, Application for stay of execution pending a) b 
y whe =. To go to the top of Final List, costs to meses tuo 
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Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
UPPERTON AND WIFE +. UNION CASTLE MAIL STEAMSHIP CO 
(LIM.). No. 1. 7th Aug. 
Carrrer—Sreausnip Company—Passencer’s Lvecace—Conpitions 
Ticket—Firness or Surp—SEAwORTHINESS. 
This was an appeal by the defendants from a decision of Bigham, J. 
who had entered judgment for the plaintiffs, with £100 damages. 
stated that the defendants had paid the plaintiffs the damages and costs 


and, whatever was the result of this appeal, they did not desire that 


it should affect the plaintiffs, the reason the appeal was brougl 


being to obtain a ruling of this court on the liabilities of steamship com- 


panies for damage to passengers’ luggage during carriage. The facts 


which were not in dispute, were, shortly, that the plaintiffs went on 
Palmas, taking with them 
less than 20 cubic feet of luggage, which, aecording to the terms of their 
There 
were a large number of troops on board returning from South Africa, and 
all the space usually reserved for the stowage of passengers’ baggage was 
filled with stores for the troops before the plaintiffs’ luggage arrived on 
At the extreme stern of the ship’s upper deck were lavatories, two 
of which were divided by a bulkhead, which did not reach down to the 
deck, but left a space of about an inch for the convenience of sluicing the 
The plaintiffs’ luggage was placed in one of 


board the defendants’ steamship Gaika-aty Las 


ticket, they were therefore entitledté Wave-carried free of freight. 


board. 


two lavatories at once. 
these lavatories, and the door was locked and the water cut off. 
The oth-r lavatory remained in use. During the voyage this lavatory 
became stopped by some waste cotton improperly placed in it by some 
p-rson. The water-closet was supplied with a constant flow of water, 
aid there consequently was an overflow which found its: way under 
the bulkhead between the two lavatories and caused the injuries 
t» the plaintiffs’ luggage complained of. The ticket issued by the 
defendants to the plaintiffs contained a condition (clause 5) under 
which passengers might, by making certain extra. payments, put 
their luggage ‘‘ under the company’s charge,’’ in which the company 
would take all risks up to certain amounts provided by the clause. 
By clause 9, the company, except on the conditions mentioned 
in clause 5, were not to be liable for loss or damage to or detention or 
delay of passengers’ luggage during the voyage however caused, ‘‘although 
such loss, injury, detention, or delay be caused by negligence or default 
by the company’s servants, or although such loss, injury, detention, or 
delay be caused by unseaworthiness or unfitness of the ship, provided that 
reasonable diligence has been used by the company to render the ship at 
starting seaworthy and fit for the voyage.” 

Tre Court (Cottins, M.R., Matnew, ahd Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal, holding that the eempany was liable because by not 
providing a proper place for the stowage of passengers’ luggage they had 
not used reasonable diligence to render the ship at starting seaworthy and 
fit for the voyage.—CounseL, Scrutton, K.C., and Loehnis ; Marshall Hall, 
K.C., and 2. E. Moore. Soxtcrrors, Parker, Garrett, Holman, § Howden ; 
Upperton & Co. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


ROWSON ¢. ATLANTIC TRANSPORT CO. (LIM.). 
4th August. 
Sarrrixo—Brit ory Laprnc—Exoneration op SuHrrowNER UNDER AMERICAN 
Acr (Harrer Act, 1893) ron Damace Arisrnc From Favtts or Errors 
tN MANAGEMENT or VesSEL. 
_ This was an appeal from a decision of Kennedy, J., sitting without a 
jury (1903, 1 K.B. 114). The action was brought to recover damages for 
breach of a contract contained in certain bills of lading signed by the 
defendants and endorsed to the plaintiff and relating to a large quantity 
of butter shipped at New York on board the defendants’ ship Minneapolis 
for conveyance to London. The bills of lading incorporated certain pro- 
visions of an Act of Congress of the United States (approved the 13th of 
February, 1893), and commonly known as the Harter Act. One of these 
Provisions, contained in section 3 of the Act, was as follows: ‘‘That if 
the owner of any vessel transporting merchandise or property to or from 
any port in the Unites States of America shall exercise due diligence to 
make the said vessel in all respects seaworthy, and properly manned, 
equipped, and supplied, neither the vessel, her owner or owners, agent or 
chartere-s, shall become or be held responsible for damage or 
loss resulting from faults or errors in navigation or in the management of 
ssid vess2l.’’ The butter was carried in insulated chambers connected with 
the refrigerating apparatus supplied to the ship to enable her to carry 
perishable goods during the summer months. These chambers were at a 
proper temperature at the time of shipment, and the refrigerating 
machinery was in good working order, but by the negligence of the crew 
in the management of the said machinery the temperature of the chambers 
was allowed to rise unduly during the voyage, with the résult that the 
butter, which was shipped in a sound condition, became damaged. The 
defendants contended that this negligence was a fault or error in the | 
management of the vessel within the meanin 
J., upheld this contention, and the plaintiff appealed. Counsel cited : 
Dobell v. Steamship Rossmore Co. (1895, 2 Q. B. 408), Owners of Cargo on | 


No 2. Ist, 3rd, and 


Maori King v. Hughes (Ibid. 550), The Ferro (1893, P. 38), The Glenochil 
(1896, P. 10), The Rodney (1900, P. 112), Botany Worsted Miils v. Knott (76 
Fedl. Rptr. 582), The Prussia (88 (bid. 531 and 93 Ibid. 837), Steinmann v. 


) 
Burton v, English (12 Q. B. D. 218), 


Angier Line (1891, 1 Q. B. 619), Stanton v. Richardson (L. B.7 0. P. 421 


Kay v. Wheeler (1. BR. 2 ©. P. 302), 





ON 


It was 


g of the Harter Act. Kennedy, | 















Calderon v. Atlas Steamship Co. (170 U.S. Rpts. 272), Tattersall v. Nati 
Steamship Co. (12 Q. B. D. 297), Queensland Bank v. Peninsular and Opi 
Co. (1898, 1 Q. B. 567), Steel v. State Line Steamship Co. (3 App. Cas, % 
The Mexican Prince (82 Fedl. Rptr. 484), and The Strathdon (89 Ibid. 374), 

Tue Court (VavcHan WituaMs, Romer, and Sririine, LJJ,) g 
missed the appeal. 

Vavcuan Wiis, L.J.—This case seems to me to be rather on ff 
border line; but the question which the court has to decide is really, 
question of fact and not of the construction to be placed on the clauses! 
the Harter Act, which have been imported into the bills of lading, 
decision, as I understand it, of the learned judge in the court below e@ 
to this: He has found that the vessel, at the moment of starting on ¢ 
voyage, carrying this cargo of butter, was in all respects seaworthy 
properly manned, and equipped. He has come to another conclusion ¢ 
fact—namely, that the damage to the butter by reason of its not bej 
kept properly cool in the refrigerating chambers was damage which ary 
in the management of the vessel. I do not think that anyone dealin 
with the clauses imported from the Harter Act, and deciding that thos 
first two conclusions of fact were right, can doubt that the ultimate j 
ment of Kennedy, J., was right also. The court has to co 
what the facts of the case were, and to see whether the fat 
and evidence were such as to justify those two conclusions ¢ 
Kennedy, J. If so, it will necessarily follow that the shipowng 
are relieved from liability in respect of the damage. [His ep 
referred to the facts, and discussed the provisions of the Harter Act 
the arguments based thereon, and continued]: What is the m2aninggf 
the phrase in clause 3 of the Act ‘‘ faults or errors in . the 
ment of said vessel?’’ In my opinion it means in the management of th 
said vessel gué vessel. In these circumstances if there had been som 
apparatus simply for the purpose of refrigerating the butter I should have 
hesitated very much to say that such apparatus was part of the vessel, and 
should not be able to persuade myself to come to the conclusion that mis- 
management of that special apparatus was mismanagement of the 
vessel. But the apparatus was not introduced into the ship for th 
special purpose of cooling the butter any more than were the portholes, 
the hatches, or other ventilating apparatus. I think the evidence is clear 
that this apparatus was for the purpose of cooling the ship. It is tre 
that when there, it could be used for the butter in the chambers, or for 
meat there, or for the store-room of the ship, in which were placed the 
provisions for consumption during the voyage. It could be used for any 
or either of those purposes; and in my judgment the court ought not to 
say that the learned judge was wrong in holding that this particular 
refrigerating apparatus was part of the vessel, and that management of it 


Le 


’ 


, 


1 


’ 














was management of the vessel, and therefore mismanagement of it was ! 

mismanagement of the vessel. time ; (2) 
Romer and Srmurne, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the like effect.— of the wil 
Counset, J. A. Hamilton, K.C., Loehnis, and Ricard); Robson, K.C., and before th 
D. Stephens. Soutcrrors, Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, §& Whatton; Holman, either dit 
Birdwood § Co. least whe 
| Reported by R. Hix, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] before, 8! 
ue 
rr 3 that the 
High Court—Chancery Division. to comm 
KESSISOGLU vy. BALLI Farwell, J. 7th Aug. ee fw 
Srarcte or Lrurrations—ACKNOWLEDGMENT—ADMISSION OF PENDING rf of 1 

Account.. which 
Witness action. In this action the plaintiff sought, among other relief, .of opini 

to have an account taken of certain partnership transactions between him- Symons 
self and the defendant which had rs place in 1890 in connection witha that a | 
syndicate formed for operating in Entre Rios Railway Bonds. The each to 
defendant pleaded the Statute of Limitations as a bar to the action, to on acco 
which the plaintiff replied that there had been a sufficient acknowledg- and dir 
ment by the defendant of an open account between the parties to admit remains 
the inference of a promise to pay what should be found due on taking the that the 
account and thus to take the case out of the statute. It appeared that in I think 
May, 1901, in answer to the plaintiff’s application, the defendant in fact questio 
delivered to the plaintiff what purported to be an account of the trans were sa 
actions in question, which showed that apparently a final settlement had was alr 
taken place in the autumn of 1890. The defendant also wrote on the 31stof transfe 
October, 1901, in reference to affording the plaintiff facilities for inspect- decisio 
ing the account: ‘‘ It was arranged that you should examine the account my ow 
at Chestons’”’ (the defendant’s solicitors) ; and Messrs. Chestons had also quite r 
written on the 1st of November, 1901, to the plaintiff, making an appoint- the co: 
ment for him to attend at their office, and informing him that ‘‘ the papers not pa 
relating to the transaction you wish to inquire into are all at our office and that w 
can be seen any day next week,’’ and requesting the plaintiff to bring the intenti 
account rendered to him, ‘‘as that will enable us to run through the books, did th 
which we understand you wish to inspect, with less delay.” Counsel for Thave 
the plaintiff relied upon the authority of Prance v. Sympson (Kay 678), . could, 
Quincey v. Sharpe (1 Ex. D. 74), and Banner v. Berridge (18 Ch. D, 254), to desert 
show that an unqualified acknowledgment of a pending account between comm 
' the parties which either was at liberty to inspect was sufficient to take the refuse 
case out of the statute as implying a promise to payavhat might be found she | 
due, and that the delivery of the account and the letters stated above belie 
amounted to such an acknowledgment. For the defendant it was said myse 
that the account had merely been given as an act of grace and in order to in fac 
satisfy the plaintiff that nothing was due to him. hood 
Fanwet, J., held upon the facts that no sufficient acknowledgment of him 
a pending account within the authorities cited had been shown, and dis- only, 
missed the action with costa.—Counse., Warmington, K.C., Martelli, and marr 
Nesbitt ; Upjohn, K.0., and Vaughan Hawkins, Soxrcrroxs, Cheston § Sons; a 






Wadeson & Malleson, 
[Reported by Atay C, Nuzsvitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
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reall v, Nop ? = ane think she can be heard to say that she is not in a very serious degree 
war and High Court—Probate, &c., Division. responsible for the misconduct Of her husband afterwards—and, it . to be 
App. Cag, 73 , da | remarked, it was apparently a long time afterv » When ope 0 
oa gem COMPARTIR, AD ane Jem Po end «| a We led ang co tbo ps 
vG, LJJ,) dip ‘ é fessional seductress. In this case I do not think it necessary to rely on a 
pvorce—ADULTERY Or Husnanp Petritionern—Discretion—20 & 21 Vicr. point pressed on me, that unless a divorce be granted the pecuniary 
> rather on thi 85, s. 31—£25,000 Damaces—Srayine Proceepincs—Secvnriry. relations of the husband and wife cannot be adjusted, and the large 
cide is uff Inthis case Demetrius Sophocles Constantinidi sought for a dissolution | property of the wife will, in whole or in part, fall into the hands na bag 
i the clauses gilishis marriage with Julia Constantinidi, née Ralli (from whom he had been | “seducer.’”” No such principle has ever, so far as I know, been invoked, 
f lading. jicially separated on the 5th of December, 1899), on the ground of her } and I do not discuss it uow; but I do not wish to say that in a future — 
rt below og iltery with Dr. Henry William Lance, against whom £10,000 s | it may not be admissible. On the whole, therefore, I am of opinion that “e » 
‘arting on tiled been claimed. The respondent alleged that the petitioner had also | is not a case in which I ought to refuse to the petitioner the relief to whic 
ts seawo omitted adultery. The jury found that the respondent and co- | his wife’s infidelity has entitled him, and there will be a decree nisi soe are 
Conclusion gMespondent had committed adultery, and assessed the damages at| Counsel for the co-respondent applied for a stay of execution, pending an 
its not being #25,000, and found that the petitioner had also committed adultery. | appeal on the question of the exercise of the court's statutory er 
3@ Which arog Mths petitioner, on these findings, prayed that the court would exercise | and upon the question of the amount of , The — oug 
1YONC dealing Mis statutory discretion in his favour and grant a decree. that security for £10,000 should be given and a fortnight’s “ad i security 
ng that Jane, P., delivered a considered judgment, in which he said: In this | were given.—Covnsrt, Lawson Walton, K.C., and Priestley, K.C. ; Bargrave 
timate judg. Hicase adultery was proved to have been committed by both the petitioner | Deane, K.C., and Barnard; Eldon Bankes, K.C. and Cassell. Soxicrrors, 
to co ad the respondent ; and the question is whether, in the exercise of the | Hollams, Son, Coward, § Hawksley ; Lewis § Lewis. 
r the discretion vested in me by section 31 of the Divorce Act of 1857, I ought ‘Reported by Gwysye Haxt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
nclusions fo pronounce a decree against the wife, The facts, so far as they are 
_ shipowney material, are as follows: The parties were married on the 26th of October, 
His lordshi 1889, and made the acquaintance of the co-respondent in 1896. Before a 
rter Act a that time the husband and wife had lived on terms of great affection ; but Law Societies. 
| Meaning of Min the autumn of that year the respondent and co-respondent met in the 5 
the country at the house of her father, whose medical adviser the co-respond- The Law Society. 
‘ment of th ## at was; and when the husband returned from a visit to Switzerland in : Cov 
Deen some HR (ctober, 1896, a marked coldness was exhibited by the wife towards the Exection or Covncit. F 
Should have [i jusband, and matrimonial intercourse was refused by her. The wife left The adjourned annual general meeting of the Law Society was held on 
> Vessel, her husband and went to Ireland in 1897, clearly with the intention of Wednesday at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, the President, Mr. Grav 
mn that mis. MP yever returning to him. In December, 1899, the husband obtained a Ht (Liverpool) taking the chair. ; 
"nt of the Mi decree of judicial separation on the ground of desertion, the wife offering The Presipent stated that the meeting had been adjourned for the pur- 
up for the HM noreal defence. In February, 1901, she went to Sioux Falls, in the State pose of receiving the report of the scrutineers as to the election by ballot 
° Portboles, HB of Dakota, U.S.A., and so commenced what was no doubt a residence | to the vacancies on the Council, and called on Mr. Templeton, the chair- 
nce is clear MM intended to qualify for a divorce under the law of that State. She | man of the scrutineers, to read the report. 3 
Tt is true (i obtained such a divorce in February, 1902, and almost immediately Mr. Tempteron accordingly read the report as follows: “‘ We, the under- 
ers, OF for MP after married the co-respondent, who had joined her in Dakota, signed, the scrutineers duly appointed at the general meeting of the 
Placed the HB md thenceforward cohabited with him. It . was proved that in| society, held the 24th of July, 1903, to receive and examine the voting 
ed for any #B July and August, 1901, and also in 1902, the husband committed papers, and to certify the result of the election of candidates for the 
cht not to aay with a woman of loose character. From the facts proved Council, report as follows: The secretary handed to us, on Monday, the 
particular # in the case I draw the following conclusions: (1) That when the | 10th of August, a box containing the voting papers, which, he informed 
ment of it #% wife left the husband in 1897 she did so because she had transferred her us, had been placed in it as they were delivered, and they were opened 
of it was MF affections to the co-respondent, and the petitioner believed this at the | and examined by us. The first schedule hereto annexed contains a state- 
time ; (2) that the husband's misconduct did not cause or conduce to that | ment of the total number of voting papers received, and the number of 
» effect,— of the wife, inasmuch as, without inferring any act of adultery on her part papers rejected, with the grounds of rejection. The second schedule con- 
K.C., and before the marriage with the co-respondent, as no such adultery was | tains a statement of the total number of votes given in favour of each candi- 
Holman, tither directly proved or charged, there can, I think, be no doubt that at | gate. The third schedule contains the names of those candidates whom we 
least when she went to Dakota in February, 1901, and probably some time } fing and certify to be duly elected. The voting papers had been closed up 
before, she was contemplating an American divorce from her husband, and | ynder our seal. The first schedule referred to in the annexed report. 
consequently a marriage to, and adultery with, the co-respondent ; (3) Voting papers received, rejected, &c. The number of voting papers 
that the wife’s conduct in leaving her husband, in order, after an interval, | received was 2,902, of which there were: (a) Received after the prescribed 
to commit adultery with the co-respondent, may, in the sequence of events, date, 26; (4) unsigned, 6 ; (c) no name struck out, 1—total 33. The second 
have caused, or conduced to, the adultery of the husband. How far it did | ..hedule referred to in the annexed report. Votes in favour of each can- 
wean woIshall presently consider. [The learned judge then reviewed section | gidate: E. K- Blyth, 2,514; R. Ellett, 2,713; W. F. Fladgate, 2,530; 
a il of the Divorce Act, 1857, and the state of the law in view of | w. &. Foster, 2,486; Sir H. H. Fowler, 2,742; G. E. Frere, 2,599 ; W. D. 
_ oa which that section was enacted.] He then continued: I am Freshfield, 2,608; F. B. Harper, 1,086; J. E. Gray Hill, 2,741; 8. H. 
er relief, ‘of opinion that the present case is in law governed by Symons v. King, 2,707; C. B. Margetts, 2,672; R. S. Taylor, 2,187. _ The third 
en him- Symons (1897, P. 167). I am quite unable to accept the argument schedule referred to in the annexed ager. Names of candidates duly 
n With a that a husband and a wife are in a different position of responsibility | ejected: Sir H. H. Fowler, 2,742; J. E. Gray Hill, 2,741; R. Ellett, 
a The each to other, and that a guilty wife should be entitled to escape a divorce | 9 713; S. H. King, 2,707; C. B. Margetts, 2,672; W. D. Freshfield, 2,608 ; 
tion, to m account of misconduct on the part of her husband, even if she actually | Gf, Frere, 2,599; W. E. Fladgate, 2,530; E. K. Blyth, 2,514; W. E. 
>wledge and directly caused it. The law therefore appears to me clear. But there Foster, 2,486; R.S. Taylor, 2,187. (Signed) M. Templeton, chairman, 
o admit remains the question whether on the facts it is shewn in the present case |} BR. Johnson, E. J. T. Savory, H. Seely. ; : 
ng the that the respondent conduced to the adultery committed by the petitioner. |” ‘The Presrpexr moved a vote of thanks to the scrutineers, which was 
that in I think that the verdict of the jury goes a long way to decide this | .econded by Mr. W. H. Gray, and agreed to, and 
in fact question ; they could not have given the decision they did unless they Mr. Temp teton briefly responded. : 
trans- Were satisfied that, when the respondent left the petitioner in 1897, she] ‘The election was to eleven vacancies on the Council, ten caused by the 
nt had was already under the influence of the co-respondent and had in fact then | retirement of members of the Council in rotation, and one by the death of 
31st of transferred her affection tohim. But I do not think I am bound by the Mr. Robert Cunliffe (London). All the retiring members were candidates 
spect. decision of the jury in this matter, though I agree with it. And, forming for re-election, with the exception of Mr. J. W. Howlett (Brighton), and 
ccount my own opinion, I cannot fora moment doubt that the petitioner was they were all returned, the mew members on the Council og Mr. 
d also quite right in what he told us was his belief, that his wife had yielded to William Edward Foster (Aldershot), and Mr. Richard Stephens ‘aylor 
point- the co-respondent, whether to the extent of actual adultery or not I do (London). Mr. Foster was admitted Trinity Term, 1869, and is a member 
os hot pause to consider, before his return from Geneva in October, 1896, and | of the firm of Foster & Wells. Mr. Taylor was admitted Hilary Term, 
e and that when she deserted him in 1897 she was unfaithful to him in heart and | 1g¢5 and is a member of the firm of Taylor, Son, & Humbert, Field-court, 
8 the intention, though perhaps not then in person. Under these circumstances, Gray’s-inn. 
—_ rh the wife’s pad ee conduce to the subsequent adultery of = ene 
# ve, in Synge v, Synge (1900, P., 180), repudiated, as emphatic. as nad at nee = 4 
678), could, the Sammeation Most a wife whe eulaune directly or virtually by Provincial Mgerixe or THE Law Socrery eee 
), to desertion the matrimonial rights of her husband thereby justifies him in] The Council have accepted the invitation of the Incorporate 7h 1ety 
ween committing adultery, or can‘properly be said to cause his so doing by such | of Liverpool to hold a provincial meeting this year in Liverpool. @ pro- 
» the - But when a wife not only leaves her husband, but does so because | ceedings will, 1t is expected, be as fullows : : rare ath 
und she has transferred her affections to another man, and her husband Monday, the 12th of October.—Visitors will arrive era ae hens 
bove leves this to be the case, and is right in his belief, I cannot bring | Right Honourable the Lord Mayor of Liverpool, W. W ak r a, 
said myself to say that she has not conduced to misconduct on his part. What, | Esq., M.P., a member of this society, will receive them in —- 
in fact, has she done? She has shattered his ideals of the ay of woman- | the Town Hall. The reception will be followed by a ball, which 
hood and of his wife. She has set hima glaring example. She has deprived | lordship has kindly intimated his intention of giving. of Chamber 
t of him of what is to most men the strongest, to some men probably the | Tuesday, the 13th of October. — Members will meet y= . cor 
tie. oly, safeguard of their virtue, respect for the mutual obligations of | at the Town Hall at 11 a.m., when the Lord Mayor will a — the « me 
and ied life and respect for the women whose love and honour and happi- | and having welcomed the members attending the mating, — 
Ns ; hess are in their keeping. After the respondent left the petitioner—for no | chair. ‘The President of the Law Society will then deliver po “eer 
reason as I believe, except her intention to be unfaithful to him—I do not | This will be followed by the reading and of papers con 
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by members of the society. The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 
for luncheon, and will close at 4.30. 

In the evening members will be invited by the Incorporated Law Society 
of Liverpool to a performance at one of the theatres. 

Wednesday, the 14th of October.*—The meeting will be resumedat11la.m., 
when the reading and discussion of papers will be continued. The meet- 
ing will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, and will close at 4.30. 

In the evening there will be a banquet at the Philharmonic Hall. 
Tickets for the banquet will be 25s. each. 

Thursday, the 15th of October.—Excursions.—An excursion has been 
arranged to Chester, when the Chester and North Wales Law Society will 
entertain members to luncheon in the City of Chester. There will also be 
an excursion on the River Mersey and, weather permitting, along the 
Welsh coast. Other excursions are being arranged, particulars of which 
will be furnished later. 

Arrangements are also being made for a limited number of gentlemen to 
play golf at Hoylake, Formby, Hall-road and Wallasey Links. 

In the evening the president, Mr. J. E. Gray Hill, will hold a reception 
at his residence, Mere Hall, Oxton, Birkenhead. 

Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the above entertainments 
and excursions, except the dinner. 

Should you propose to attend the meeting, I shall be obliged if you will 
signify your intention, on or before the 31st of August next, to the 
honorary secretary of the Liverpool Law Society, 10, Cook-street, Liver- 
pool, who will be happy to give any further information. The hon. 
secretary, if desired so to do not later than the 14th of September, will 
endeavour to arrange for accommodation either at hotels or private apart- 
ments. Applications for dinner tickets should be made to the hon. 
secretary not lat+r than the last-mentioned date, and be accompanied by a 
remittance of 25s. 

The Council will be glad to receive communications from members 
willing to read papers at the meeting. 

Should you contemplate favouring the Council with a paper, I am desired 
to ask you to let me know the subject of it on or before the 22nd of August 
next. The Council will then consider the subjects proposed, and select 
such as in their opinion are the most suitable for discussion at the meeting, 
and will intimate their opinion to members in time to enable them to 
prepare their papers. 

Those members whose papers are not among those selected may, never- 
theless, prepare and submit them, and they will be read and discussed 
should the time at the disposal of the meeting suffice. 

Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each member 
attending the meeting will be at liberty tospeak and vote upon any matter 
under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of the opinions of the meet- 
ing will be framed in the form of recommendations or requests to the 
Council to take the subjects of such resolutions into their consideration. 

E. W. Wiuramson, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 31st July, 1903. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday last, 
the 12th inet, Mr. Grantham R. Dodd in the chair, the other directors 
present being: Messrs. A. Davenport, W. Dowson, W. H. Gray, J. Roger, 
B. Gregory, H. E. Gribble, Augustus Helder, M.P. (Whitehaven), Samuel 
Harris (Leicester), R. W. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of 
£1,191 was distributed in grants of relief, six new members were admitted 
to the association, and other general business transacted. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 
Mr. J. E. Sraxvonp, of Savoy-mansions, Savoy-place, Strand, London, 
solicitor, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Mr. M. D. Caatmens, C.8S.I., Parliamentary Counsel to the Treasury, 
has been appointed Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department. 


Mr. A. T. Turia, C.B., has been appointed First Parliamentary 
Counsel in succession to Mr. M. D. Chalmers, C.S.1. 


Mr. F. F. Lipprit has been appointed Second Parliamentary Counsel. 


Mr. James Atcock, of No. 5, Castle-street, Liverpool, solicitor, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Admission. 

Mr. F. Haroty Evwaxps, of 76, Cheapside, solicitor, informs us that he 
has admitted into partnership Mr. Albert M. Cohn, B.A. (Oxon.), and that 
the style of the firm for the future will be Harold Edwards & Cohn. 

Dissolutions, 

Wits Dawiet Bint, Daxter Kennern Carryr Binet, and WiuuaM 
Lax, solicitors (Birt, Son, & Lea), Town Hall-chambers, Southwark. So 
far as regards the said William Lea. July 31, 1903, 

[ Gazette, August 4, 
©The 10st Half-yearly Mecting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will be held in 
ho Osuna Chenier of tee tenn tats 













| Arraur Ixcram Rosson, Henry Joun Rosrnson, and Frep 
| Dixox Roxstnson, solicitors (Robinson & Sons), Blackburn, Clith 

| Nelson. ‘The said business will in future be carried on by the 
Arthur Ingram Robinson and Frederick Dixon Robinson under the 
style or firm of Robinson & Sons. June 30, 1903. 


Water Srreet, Tuomas Atkinson, and Cxrartes Ewsank Sig 
solicitors (Ledgard, Street, Atkinson, & Smith), 54, Fleet-street, Loy , 
December 31, 1902. as by ste 

Hersert Toomer and Jonn Favitxner Cuxrxp, solicitors (‘Toomer pass on 
Child), 35, Walbrook, London. August 1, 1903. (Gazette, August], Miiitions. | 

Grorcr Miter Licut and Joun Hamonp Gatsrarrn, solicitors (Lig be ay 
& Galbraith), 32, Victoria-street, Westminster. June 10, 1903. jrhe 


. ndergoing 
[ Gazette, August 1, faders’, 
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General. 


At the sitting of the Court of Referees at Westminster on We , 
says the Times, under the Y werang | of Mr. J. W. Lowther, the announg, 
ment was made by Mr, Pember, K.C., that this would be the his ly 
appearance before those courts at Westminster. Mr. Balfour 
K.C., was also present ; and he also, it is understood, proposes in the futy, 
to devote himself to other branches of legal work. 


The (Mahommedan) Religious Endowments Department has, says th 
Cairo correspondent of the Duly Mail, discovered that the land covered 
the Gezireh Palace racecourse and Kasr-ed-Doubara and Ismailieh, th : 


two fashionable quarters in Cairo, about 700 acres in extent, was grantal To K 
to it by Sultan Murad about 300 years ago. The Department has sj ARE 
the Government and the present occupants of the land for the rent, SHARE 
Mr. Henry Philip Markham, Clerk of the Peace for Northamptonshi LIFE F 
whe ciletested Mis eighty tesenth. bsthiay last Welneniar, falda BEVER 
the Daily Mail, the record in this country for acting the greatest number d 
years as clerk of the peace. He was appointed to that office in successin (See 2 
to his father in 1846, and during fifty years was only once absent fron 
quarter sessions. In 1862 he was Mayor of Northampton, and for twenty. 
one years was a member of the town council. 
The trial of Madame Thérése Humbert, of Frédéric Humbert, he 
husband, of Emile Daurignac, her eldest brother, and of Romain Daurigna, 
her younger brother, began on Monday before the Court of Assize of th 
Seine. The accused are charged with forgery, making use of forgel # (isv, He 
documents, and obtaining money under false pretences. The demands eng 
made by Madame Humbert for her personal comfort during the trial have, Tiquidat 
says the Daily Express, been granted. She will be supplied with a newhut, CoxceRTs 
with feathers, and a new pair of corsets, and she will be allowed to recline to — 
in an easy chair instead of sitting on the bench in thedock. Further, ther Tynidat 
will be a doctor in regular attendance, and a battery of smelling salts ani HB ppsouz 
other restoratives will be handy. directed 
If Parliament be prorogued on Friday, as anticipated, the House of above-t 
Commons will, says the Times yoheey correspondent, have held Ili HerauRs 
sittings this year, or sixty-six less than in 1902, three less than in 1M, oem 
nine less than the total for the two sessions of 1900, and eleven less than Jom E 
the total for the two sessions of 1899. We have to go back nine years ames 
find a shorter tae session than that now drawing to a close; and it —" 
is of interest to note that during the past quarter of a century there hm requir 
been only one instance of the total number of sittings for a year falling their ¢ 
below 115—the general election year, 1902, with 96 sittings. The longest Lascas 
session on pe is that of 1893-4, which witnessed the defeat of Mr. i 
Gladstone’s second Home Rule Bill, and the passing of the Parish Councils Prest 
Bill. This occupied no fewer than 226 working days, or 111 more tha Iiannt 
the present session. _ 
Mr. Justice Harlan, of the United States Supreme Court, says the Imes 
Albany Law Journal, sees no harm in indulging in a ‘quiet little chew d >" 
tobacco while the court is sitting. Last Monday there were many decisions Bourn 
to be handed down, and after Mr. Justice Harlan had delivered one, and befor 
other justices were going ahead with theirs, Mr. Harlan retired behind the — 
arras fora moment. When he emerged a bulging of the jaw and a certain to be 
look of ecstatic delight on his face told the bar that he had taken a chew God 
of his Kentucky plug. Then he leaned back in his chair, crossed his hands -~ 
omen front of him, and proceeded to enjoy the mastication of the . 
tobacco. en it was that Chief Justice Fuller played it low down on him. the 
Mr, Harlan thought his turn was not coming for some time, but as soon # Der 
Mr. Justice White concluded his decision, the chief justice leaned over and 
nodded to Mr. Harlan to go ahead. He was fairly caught. He could no 
talk with that quid in his mouth, that was certain. He looked from 
to left in an embarassed way for a moment, while Chief Justice F Cou 
smiled and the members of the bar began to _ Finally, as he had # = 
go ahead, he leaned over the cuspidor, and taking the quid deftly from his | 
cheek, deposited it, and, after a drink of water, p ed. 
The Home Secretary has introduced in the Houge of Commons a Bill # 
amend the Penal Servitude Act. It is P that convicts shall be 
divided into two classes, “‘ ordinary ” and ‘ special.’’ The latter class will 
consist of ‘‘ habitual’ offenders sentenced to not less than seven years 
who have three previous convictions recorded against them, and who are ba 
known to be making a@ livelihood by crime. ‘They will serve the first : 





portion of their sentences under ordi conditions, and will then 
subjected to Bo ys period of detention with less rigorous treatment. 
The judges will have power, within certain limits, to designate the term 
which the habitual oflender shall serve in the ‘‘ordinary’’ and ‘“‘s 

clase, um to the Bill states that “‘the object of this Bil# 
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The memorand 
to make better provision for dealing with persons who habitually lead a life 
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and Fr ime, and on whom ordinary sentences usually fail to have either a 
a, Clitheroe, ment or areformatory effect. . . In the interests of society, the 
on by the y thing that can be done with such persons is to segregate them for 
| under the , during the greater part of which it is not nece that their 


nent should be severe. . . . The larger part of the scheme—viz., 
Ewnanx sseparation of convicts into classes, and the special treatment of each 
a can be carried out by means of rules made by the Secretary of State 































‘street, Lona,’ 
aoe did id before Parliament. But it is necessary also to confer upon the 
ce 2s by statuite power to direct that a portion of the sentence which 
may freon ona ‘‘habitual’’ criminal shall be served under modified con- 
¢, August], Miitions. The rules will provide that convicts so sentenced shall be 
solicitors nigced in a special division (‘‘ the Habitual Offender Division”). . . 
1903. her rules will provide somewhat similar treatment for those convicts 
‘e, August jj, Mgmdergoing ordinary sentences whom the Secretary of State, after they 
Ihave cerved for ten years, may think fit to placein a special * Long 
Sentence Division.’ 
n Wednai, The Property Mart. 
e the hi ha Sales of the Ensuing Week, 
lfour Brown, Aug. 20.—Messrs. H. E. Fosrer & Cranviexp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
$ in the futu, REVERSIONS : 
To One-sisth st ® frut Estate, value £13,300; lady aged 75. Solicitor, E. M. 
8q mdon. 
has, To Two One-fourth Shares of a Trust Estate, value £9,000 in Consols and Mortgage 
Says the Securities; lady 47 and gentleman 48 
nd covered To One-third of £3,978 in ree and One-sixth of Freeholds, producing £195 per 
Ismailieh, the annum ; gentleman aged 76. Also to One-sixth of ; gentleman 
was aged 76 and lady 68. Solicitor, D. 8. Watoon f Esq., Bridgewater. 
ae t eal To Frechold Proy Property at Croydon, value £1,200; lady aged 69. ‘Solicitors, Messrs. 
les & 
> rent, SHARES : One-thirtieth part of one-fifth of King’s Share in the New River. Solici- 
tors, Messrs. Gadsby & Coxon, Derby. 
amptonshire LIFE POLICY for £250 
. holds, says EEVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST of lady aged 28, on decease of gentleman 
st ged 53 in a sum of £23,650; also similar eee eee ae ee 
number rticulars). Solicitor, C. F. Appl 
in su : rs particulars). citor, ppleton, Esq., Lond 
CCeSsion (See vertisements, this week, back page.) 
absent from 
for twenty. og ‘ 
Winding-up Notices. 
im bert, he r ‘ 
) London Gazette.—Fripvay, be 
re aurigny, JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
; 12e of the Limrrep 1x CHANCERY. 
> of forged (tay, Hesniques, & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept * to send 
1€ demands their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Haley, 
> trial have, Meese Foundry, Dewsbury. Elkin & Henriques, Salter’s Hall ct, Cannon st, solors for 
tor 
| & new hat, CoNcERTS AND Reveuremastaee, Limirep —Creditors are on or before de 
d ee 
to recling to send their names and addresses, and the particulars o! their debts or claims, 
rther, there cared C. Brooks, 11 and 12, Clement’s In, Lombard st Leach, Serjeant’s inn, solor for 
3 salts and Dessonte Exectrro-Piatine Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 29 
directed to be heard Oct 27. Piesse & Sons, 15, Old Jewry chmbrs, for Jaques & Nons, 
House of Colmore row, Birmingham, selors for ers. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 26 
e held 115 are required, on or before 


Hersven & Gave, Limirsp (IN aqpupansen)—-Coelians 
2 in 19], ms 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


bert Pattison, 239, Long In, Bermondsey 


Era Incanpescent Ou Lamp Co, Lomrep—Creditors are 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thet 
E,W: Bru, Crown ct, Old Broad st. 

Forest Oax Sream Suirrine — Lunrrep—Peta winding-up, presented Ji 23, 
directed to be heard Oct 27. Lowless & Co, a ag we ay Ry my pe Ms 
banger pe must reach the above-named not the after- 

noon 0} 


Nive Vatizy Co, Limrep—Creditors are required, on 
names and addresses, and the lars of their de! 
68 to 74, Palmerston House, 0! Broad st 

Orrin rrix BYNDICATE, i are > = 

eir 


ith particulars of debts b 
Fenchurch st. Dawes & Sons, Angel ct, Throgmorton st, solors for the liquidator 


ray 


ae al et’ solore for 


debts or claims to Jongh Pasfield, 
or 
or 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, July 24. 
Harp, Neti Euaa, +. Aug 31 Whittle v Clarkson, Swinfen Eady, J Clowes, 
_ 12, Serjeant’s inn, 
= London Gazette.—Turspay, July 28. 
Kxvstey, Jonx, Newton Arlosh, Cumberland Sept 30 Harty v Hill, Kekewich,J Rigg, 


= Wigton, Cumberland 
wisewe, Jeux earter. o care Park, Roydon, Herts Sept 30 Young v Kolckmann, 


illis, Chancery In 
Srrarin, Jonny, Sunderland Aug 20 Callahan v McGee, Registrar, Durham 
Allison, John st, 8 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or CLam. 
Lonion Gazette.—Fripay, July 24. 


Appin, WituiAm James, Bridport, Licensed Victualler Su¢ Samm Temple, Bridport 
‘AsuTos, Rosert, Ashton under Lyne Aug 22 jens Ay ‘ ‘Ashton a Ly 
Bary, Wiis Epwarp, Paul Churchtown, Corn Aug 31 Trythall & > 


Borcuert, Tuzonor, te. Southampton Sept 7 Paris & Co, Southampton 

Bower, Lavra, Clapton ug 6 — Without 

Bremyep, JANE, i Sale & Co, Manchester 

Buiiarp, Anne Ew1na, "Horsham St Norfolk Sept1 Stevens & Co, Norwich 

en at Joun Wituiam, Liverpool, | ase 7 Mason & Co, Liverpool 
Carnes, Mary, Hove, Al & 

Carr, Wiuas, Leek, 8t wy py Hacker & Allen, Leek : 

Coutsy, Ricnarp, Nottingham, Manufacturer Augj31 Freeth & Co, ce 

Cousens, Witt1A4M, Bognor, Fisherman Aug 21 Cutts, 

Cowarp, Tuomas CuristorHEr, Ponders End, Enfield a sae Bowes P. 

Dattox, Atice CuarLtorre Grant, Winchester Aug 25 & Co, i st, 


y CW & F H Toone, Loughborough 
oo Ang is. J & W Drewry, Burton on Trent 
on 
ag Cooper & Co, Newcastle, 





DysBatt, Mraiam, h 
ay rag eo Cla; 
Exson, Henry, Burton upon t+ 
Fextox, Roser, Newcastle under ‘ican 


Staffs 
Garru, W1111AM, Preston, Butcher Fa Ra Craven, Preston 
Grimes, JosEPH FREDERICK, Cardiff, Timber Merchant Sept 15 Grimes, Finsbury circus 
Hutton, Sir Joux, Kensington ct Sept 21 filling, 
JACKSON, Wiiiam, Kingston upon Hull Aug 31 Bolden & C- Co, Hull 
Lament, erry Henny Georce Farray, Bristol Sept 22 Bemon & Co, 



















] 
al tha a Evens & Co, Limirep—Creditors are seauteal, on or before 15, to send their Bristo! 
J Cars | names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Philip Ivor Harold | Martix, Corywatiis Wykeuam, Purton, nr Swindon Aug22 Maynell & Pemberton, 
ie ; and it Evens, 19, Archer rd, Penarth, Cardiff Oid Queen st 's gate 
there has Jous. Warr AKER, Liurrep, Nelson, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturers—Creditors are | Maxweiu, Jonny, Ne upon Tyne, Oyster Merchant Aug? Pybus& Son, Newcastle 
ar falling required, on or before Aug 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of upon Tyne 
j their debts or claims, to Frederick Augustus ves, 7, Grimshaw st, Movustey, James Exuiort, Burton upon Trent Aug 18 J & W J Drewry, Burton on 
1e longest Laycasumre AND YorKsuire Tospacco Manuracturrye Co, Luwtep -Creditors are Trent 
t of Mr. required, on or before Aug 22, to send their names and adi the particulars of | Nicno.as, Tuomas, Lake, nr Sandown, I of W, Gardener Bailey, jun, Figs al 
Councils their debts or claims, to Frederick Augustus Hargreaves, 7, Grimshaw st, Burnley | Nicoison, Avaus, Captian, ar em, Yorks, Farmer A — 7 So 
ore thes Preston, Preston, solor Nornzis, Wituram, Crooke, nr Vee, eee Aug 25 25 Jackson, 
Itaxpupso Extension Co, ——e~ Creditors are required, on or before Sept 12, to send | Pgrmay, Mancaner, Green Lanes ridge Wu Gosnell & o ae. Finsbury pavement 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to ur Firth, | Rogers, Haxnan Mania, its Aug25 Mann Rodway, Frowbrdge 
the Grand Hotel, Llandudno ‘ill & C 0, Polen to liquidator Rons, Henry Ropert, Gra Pitheld, Peseceth 29 Hatten & Asplin, Grays 
5ays Raopgsia Estates anp Town Lanps, Limirep Creditors are required, on or before ang Rores, Ewa, Pulborough Petworth, Sussex 
chew of Net their names and addresses, and the . of their debts or claims, to | Ruppock, Wiiu1am, Orange ugh hag a Enea Sept 30 Champion & Henderson, Fen- 
Lecisions John Frederick Durban, 16, Anstey-road, Herne Hill chi 
ne, and Sourn Arnican SuppLy AND Coup STORAGE Co, Lunrep a are on on or | Sane, ALLEN jasven, Bensesl, Sufrey Sept 1 Jackson, Cannon st 
hi Sept 30, to send their names and ad debts or | Suiru, Isanet, Hastings Aug pam & Co, Hastings 
ind the clainis, to Mellor & Co, Coleman st, solors for a gag Sovuruwortn, Marerry, pote Lomax, 
L certain Tom Exuiorr (BournemourH) Liurep—Petn for winding up, presented July 14, directed | Srrvenson, JANE Samat Somerset pee Se Cooper & Bake, Portman st, 
a chew to be heard at the Guildhall, Poole, on Monday, Fao 8 a *. 11.30 o'clock. Peacock & — Portman 
1s heals Goddard, South sq, Gray’s inn, agents for Trevanion & ichmond chmbrs, Bourne- | Swirr, owen, te 
8 mouth, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must a ny above-named not later | | TAWELL, eg me as i & a 
1 of the than 1 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 15 | Tuomrson, Joux, Gowhnert A 
on him. Wituiam Green & Sows, Limitsp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 8, to send | Wapr, Mary Axy, King’s Heath, ar Biming Brooks, Birmingham 
seni their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claime, to John George | Wauxer, Gronox Annanam, Aldbrough, ¥ Uy & W B Hunton, Richmond. 
Denneny, Albion chambrs, Bristol. Stone & Co, Bath, solors for liquidator Yorks 
ver and London Gasette.—Tvrspay, August 11. Watrer, Mary Sg ExizaseTu, Hemel Hempstead, Herts Sept 3 Atkinson & Dresser, 
ald wet JOINT STOCK COMPANIES Fins 
n t . Wueatcrort, a Alfreton, Derby Sept 1 Stanton & Walker, Chesterfield 
F LimiTep IN er oe | Wuitey, Joux | ay ny Aug 24 Moore & Bradford’ 
had Coutins & Moxnis, Limrrep — Creditors are , on or before Sept 10, he send in their | Wit.ts, Joseru WiLL1aM, Acton, Carrier Aug 20 Smith, Fenchurch 
to names and addresses, and the particulars of their wage or claims, to W. Arthur Turner, Woopcock, Hannan Soruia, pee 1 Stevens &'Co, Norwich 
om his 21, Bridge st, Bradford | WorRALL, Frank, N Manchester 
Bill to 
. Chemist’s Manager , Haratsox, Raya Hevay Derby, Farmer 
all be a Epixeton, Joun Ernest, ‘ra duly % i 
Liverpool 30 Derby Pet July31 Ord J 
28 will Bankruptcy Notices. Exut, Evizanern, setst John's W igh Cowt Pet July 13 | Harrotp, Wiiiiam, 4d Satya Leicester Pet 
Mer 4 Lenton Ganette.—Tunspay, Aug 4. ma <j a Yorks, General Dealer Kingston Hocktnt, Gnas 1S om Tiford, Clerk Chelmsford Pet 
Oo are RECEIVING ORDERS, | upon Hull Pe Evt July 50 Ord July 30 J Ord July 90 
| - Reozavasr, 2 Pannaann, , Lymington, Saddler Southampton | nen i e avenee om St James's High arena. s ve sap ene Celene High Court Pet June 15 
n ’et July 30 Ord July 30 urt Pet April y 
nent, Brxx, Axiz, Weaste, nr iindchaster, Draper Salford Pet | Gannanv Ciavps B, Wokingham Wrexham Pet July 9 | Mawey, Oud dale ate, Cycle Maker Leicester Pet 
July 4 ‘Ord July 30 Ord July 82 July 31 







ermns Roorguoyn, Wittiam Grant, Huddersfield, Watchmaker | Gras, » Coal 
ial ” udders field Ba. July an, oa July 31. 230 Ord July July 90 
i) is Danks Ayxxin, N , 

“Pet July 7” Ord g 






Merchant High Court Pet met eee Mon, Grocer Tredegar 





Dressmaker Nottingham | Ha, asno, Baer, Derby, Grocer Diy Pet July 2 Peer ‘= aly . bap ie Tosuteh 






- 
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Portnousr, Rosert Davipson, Longtown, Cumberland, 
Brewer Carlisle Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Saunpers, Jons Dustox, Drayton Park, Hanwell, Actor 
Brentford Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Taytor, Ayniz Exizasetu, Bolton, Antique Furniture 
Dealer Bolton Pet July 30 Ord J uly 30 

Trixperx, Henry, Penarth, Baker Cardiff Pet July 29 
Ord July 29 

Trupensacu, Gustave Lupwia, Baker st High Court Pet 
June 23 Ord July 30 

Warren, Amos, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough Pet July 
29 Ord July 29 

Wess, W J, Brixton, Builder High Court Pet July 14 
Ord July 30 

Wesster, Bett, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Builder Stock- 
port Pet July31 Ord July 31 

We ter, Attan Craupe, Park pl, St James’s High Court 
Pet July 23 Ord July 30 ‘ 

West, Cuartes Atrrep, Leicester, Pianoforte Dealer 
Leicester Pet July 81 Ord Suiy 31 

Wertuerat, Erxest, Walton on Thames, Spirit Merchant 
Kingston, Surrey Pet July9 Ord July 30 

Wurrenovse, Satomox, Plumstead, Furniture Dealer 
Greenwich Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Woops, Grorcr, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet July 11 
Ord July 31 

Waicurt, Josrex, Blackpool, Baker Preston Pet July 30 
Ord July 30 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Anos, Witttas Roszet, Shirchampton, Glos, Fried Fish 
= wl Aug 12 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
risto 


Backuvrst, Frepericx, Lymington, Sadler 
Off Rec, 172, High st, Southampton 

Batcuix, Epwarp Samvet, High rd, Kilburn, Chemist 
Aug 13at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bartow, Jouy, Burton on Trent, Stonemason Aug 13 at 

, ff Rec, Newcastle, Staffs 
Beyn, Annie, Weaste, nr Manchester, Draper 
.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Brace, Fraxcis, Middlesbrough, Picture Framer Aug 14 at 
3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Bootnroyp, WiLuiAmM Grant, Huddersfield, Watchmaker 
Aug 13 at 3 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New s', 
Huddersfield 

Burns, ‘Mary Sapania, Barrow in Furness, Grocer Aug 
l4ati1l Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

om, J W, Acton, Builder Augi13 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bed- 

‘ord row 

Crovcu, Frepericx Normas, Rhyl, Flintshire Aug 12 at 
12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Dickixson, Gzorcr, Newcastle on Tyne, Commission Agent 
Aug 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Aug 12 at 3 


Aug 12 at 


Tyne 

Exut, Exizasetu, St John’s Wood Aug l4ati11 Bank- 
ru bidgs, Carey st 

Frower-Etus, H T, Cleveland row, St James Aug 13 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 4 

Frayxprtt, WILLIAM, St James End, Northampton, Farm-r 
Aug 13 at12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Gabe, Giyn, Aberavon, Licensed Victualler Aug,12 at 12 

Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Gotpstoxg, Witi1aM Joun, Bridlington, Greengrocer Aug 
12 at 11.30 Off Kec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Grecory, Emiry Hawxnan, Rawmarsh, nr Rotherham, 
Yorks Aug 12 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Harpwick, Henry, Morley, Yorks, Builder Aug 12 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Hirst, AtreeD, Oldham, Broker Aug l4at12 Off Rec, 
Greaves st, Oldham 

Howe, Harry Exctaxp, Northampton Aug 13 at 11 30 
Otf Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Kaye, Ervest, Huddersfield, Fred Fish Dealer Aug 13 at 
2 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, Hudderstield 

Mag.tow, Gzorcz Henry Homer, Rbyl, Flintshire, Baker 
Aug 12at3 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Mircue.., Joux, Middlesbrough, Boilerman Aug 14 at3 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Midalesbrough 

Nosre, Verz D’Ovtey, Fareham, Hants Aug 14 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Patcnett, Roseet, Boston, Lincs, Farmer Aug 14 at 
12.45 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Pratrorp, Wittiam Roseet, Ipswich, Carpenter Aug 12 
atl1l Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Regs, Joux Guastwys, Ystalyfera, Glam, Draper Aug 14 
at 12.30 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Roserts, Hewry, Fleur de Lis, Mon, Haulier Aug 14 at 
3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Saunpers, WILLIAM Dovotas, 8 Godstone, Surrey Aug 13 
at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Sura, Joux Epwix, Catford, Marble Mason Aug 13 at 

‘i 12.20 tt eopony 4 app, London Bridge 

TIMPsON, WILLIAM, Skegness, Pay thanger Aug 14 at 11 

Off Kec, 4 and 6, West rg ee 

Srraxce, Matruew, Kidderminster, Grocer Aug 13 at 11 

udley Arms Hotel, Market pl, Dudley 

Suppaby, Svsaxwau, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer Aug 12 
at1l_ Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Scrrox, Matrutas, Gt Grimsby, bourer Aug 12 at 11 

o Off ioe, (eon st, Gt Grimsby 

AYLOR, t2 Evizasetu, Bolton, Antique Furniture 

Dealer Augi3at 3 19, : * 

Tevewpacn, Gustave Lupwic, 

ptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ware, Cuartes Atsert Eevesr, Woodstock, Oxford, 

ores Agent Augl3at11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, 


Wanrex, Aa } ~ po ee Aug 2lat3 Off Rec, 8, 
Wesster, Joux Rosenr » Grocer Aug 12 at 12.30 
, Figtree In, 


heffie! 
Wetter, ALLax Ciaupe, Park pl, 8t James's Aug 14 at 11 
st 


» Bolton 
Baker st Aug 14 at 12 


Confectioner Aug 12 


ruptcy , 
Youns, Farvvnicx James, Coventry 
atll ventry 


Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bacwuvnst, Feepericx, Lymi Baddler Southam 
Pet July 90 Ord July 30 sen 








Ciarke, Hersert, Boston, Lincs, Civil Engineer Boston 
Pet June 12 Ord July 31 ‘ 

Eprxetox, Joun Ervest, ‘gia. Chemist’s Manager 
Liverpool Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Esuecpy, CHarLes WILi1AmM, Ravenscourt Park, Traveller 
High Court Pet May 12 Ord July 30 ; 

Fie.p, Tom, Cottingham, Yorks, General Dealer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet July30 Ord J ie + 

Friswett, Harry Percy Harn, a ay Carnarvon, 
Artist Bangor Pet July8 Ord July 30 


Harrison, Wittiam Hewry, Shirley, Derby, Farmer 
Derby Pet July 31 Ord July 31 : 

Harrotp, Wit.iam, Leicester, Clcthier Leicester Pet 
July 31_ Ord July 31 : 

Hawkins, Harry, Aberkenfig, Glam, Butcher Cardiff 


Pet July 28 Ord July 29 
Hicuam, Tuomas Jones, Chorley, Lancs, Oil Dealer Bolton 


Pet July 8 Ord July 31 
Hockxiey, Grorae Jacos, Ilford, Clerk Chelmsford 
Pet July30 Ord July 30 . 
LarpenNt, Frepericx, Queen Victoria st, Merchant High 
Court Pet July3 Ord July 29 


Mawesy, Wititam, Leicester, Cycle Maker Leicester Pet 
July 31_ Ord July 31 
Mvusxett, Percy, Epwarp, Weymouth, Solicitor Dor- 


chester Pet June 13 Ord July 30 2 
PLATFORD, Witt1AM Rosert, Ipswich, Carpenter Ipswich 
Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
PortHouse, Ropert Davipsoy, Longtown, Cumberland, 
Brewer Carlisle Pet July 31 Ord July 31 


Saunpers, Joun Dustoy, Drayton pk, well, Actor 
Brentford Pet July 29 Ord July 29 ; 
SeLtex, Joun Witt1am James, HMS Magnificent, Engineer 


Lieutenant Plymouth Pet April30 Ord July 31. 
Taytor, Annie Etizasetn, Bolton, Antique Furniture 
Dealer Bolton Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
Tetnper, Henry, Penarth, Baker Cardiff Pet. July 29 
Ord July 29 
Warres, Amos, Middlesbrough Middlesbrough Pet July 
29 Ord July 29 
Wessrer, Beit, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Builder Stock- 
port PetJuly 31 Ord July 31 
West, CHarLes ALrrep, Leicester Pianoforte Dealer 
Leicester Pet July 31 Ord July 31 
Wuitenovuse, SAtomox, Plumstead, Furniture Dealer 
Greenwich Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
Weicut, Josepn, Blackpool, Baker Preston Pet July 90 
Ord July 30 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avams Brotuers, West Norwood, Butchers High Court 
Pet July 10 Ord Aug 4 
AppLesy, ArtTuur, Aston, Birmingham, Confectioner Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
Barker, Haroip Cupistiz, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer Leeds 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 
Beanz, Witi1am, Ross, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug5 
Beavmont, Witu1am Henry, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufac- 
turer Sheffield Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
Beit, James, Whittle Springs, nr Chorley, Tancs, Doctor 
Bolton Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 
Berritt, Tuomas, and Cuartes Berritt, Irchester, North- 
qooren, Builders Northampton Pet July 20 Ord 
ug 
Braitsyorp, Joun James, Tibshelf, Derby, Colliery Banks- 
man Derby Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 
Brewarp, Henry, Leicester, Fish Dealer Leicester 
July 23 Ord Aug 5 
Brooxpanks, WIiLtiAmM, Borough Market, London Bridge 
Potato Salesman High Court Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 
3uTTON, Jouwx Tuomas, Blyth, Northumberland, Joiner- 
wright Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
Coxon, Annie Etizasetu, Chester le Street, Durham, 
Grocer Durham Pet Aug4 Ord Aug4 
SrAxez, Joun Bert, Biggleswade ‘Bedford Pet Aug 4 
Ord Aug 4 
Davey, Gzorce St Switney, St Mary Church, Devon, 
Builder Exeter Pet July 31 Ord July 31 
Davizs, Ricuarp, Conway, Carnarvon, Builder Bangor 
Pet Aug1 Ord Augl 
DeeLey, Josepu Frank, Saltley, Birmingham, Grocer 
5 


Pet 


Birmingham Pet Aug5 Ord Au 
Dempsey, Micuarr, Cranbourn st, Theatrical Manager 
High Court Pet July6 Ord Aug 4 


Dymoxp, Jous, Crediton, Engineer 
Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Haney, ALyrep Joun, Newport, I of W, Coal Merchant 
Newport and Ryde Pet Aug1 Ord Aug1 

Harris, Tuomas Josepn, Lozells, Birmingham, Draper 
Birmingham Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Hawxiss, Grorcze Arpert, Banwell, Somerset, China 
Dealer Wells Pet Aug1 Ord Aug1 

Hices, Tuomas, Bayston hill, Salop, Blacksmith Shews- 
bury Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Hinscaserc, Gustav Ropert, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant 
High Court Pet July16 Ord July 31 

Locker, Tom, Birmingham, Auctioneer Birmingham Pet 
Augl1 Ord Augi 

Lume, Saran, Bridgnorth, Salop, Fishmonger Madeley 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug4 

Mann, Marx, Haddenham, Bucks, Poultry Farmer Ayles- 
bury Pet Augl1 Ord Augi 

Matrox, Fraxx Wiss, epaster af, St George’ssq High 

5 


Court Pet July11 Ord A 
, Tobacconist Leeds 


Mecuger, Cuartzes Epwarp, 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug5 

Movuntrogp, Tuomas, Baltley, Birmingham, Printer Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Parsons, Gzoroz Cuaries, Croydon, Coal Merchant 
Croydon Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Peace, Epwarp, Yeadon, nr y, Yorks, Grocer 
Leeds Pet July 31 Ord July 31 


Devon, Exeter 


Puitipotr, Josepn Jenxixs, Gillingham, Dorset, Coal 
Merchant Salisbury Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 1 
Price, we oe Victoriast High Court Pet 


June 11 ug 
Buoves, Revexy, Princes End, Tipton, Staffs, Builder 
Dudley Ord Aug 4 





‘ 


—=>= 

Sdxxey, Gzorce Epwix, Good Easter, nr Chelmsford p, 
July 31 Ord July 31 

Smimons, James Hewsry, Worcester, Perry Barr, Stati, 

i i 31 Ord July 3 


Painter Birmingham Pet July : 
Turner, Freperick SIMEON, ixon’s gn, 
orcester, Commercial Traveller Dudley Pe jy 
81 Ord July 31 


Wirkinsoy, Atzeret, Norwich, Fish Hawker Norgig 
Pet Aug1 Ord Augl 
Woop .Witt1am Buaketey, West Hartlepool, Mui 
Yeacher Sunderland Pet July 31 Ord July 3 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 7: 
Faanc, Emit, Stoke Newington, Bottler High Court py 
April18 Ord July 3 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of J y be : 
Broome, Georce Rosert WIix.1am, Sheringham, Norfolk, 
Glass Dealer Norwich Pet June 22 Ord June 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avams Brorners, West Norwood, Butchers Aug iy 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Brooxsayks, WILLIAM, Borough Market, London Bridg: 
egy Salesman Aug 21 at 11 Bankruptcy blig 

rey st 

Sevens: dene Tuomas, Blyth, Northumberland, Joing. 
wright Aug 17 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Neg. 
castle on Tyne 

Davey, Georcz St Swirney, St Mary Church, Devo, 
_— r Aug 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cirm 

eter 

Dempsey, Micuagt, Cranbourn st, Theatrical Manage 
Aug 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Dymonp, Jouy, Crediton, Devon, Engineer Aug 19 x 
10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

FRANKLIN, SipveEy, Stonehouse, Glos, Builder Aug 15 at) 
Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Feritu, Henry, Mansfield, Notts, Greengrocer Aug Ist 
12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Gates, Joun CHARLES, Cambridge, Grocer Aug 15 at 11H 
Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Guent, Isaac, Mansfield, Notts, Music Teacher Aug 17g 
12.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Harrison, Wittiam Henry, Shirley, Derby, Farmer Ay 
15 at 11.30 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Harroip, Witu1am, Leicester, Clothier Aug 18 at 12 Of 

, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Haw«rys, Harry, Aberkenfig, Glam, Butcher Aug 17 ath 
Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Hiaas, Tuomas, Bayston Hill, nr Shrewsbury, Blacksmith 
Aug 17 at3 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Pm * Road St James’ st, Stockbroker Aug 17 at 2 
Bankruptcy bi , Carey at 

Kave, Herpert, Ilford, Essex, Accountant Aug 17 at 12 
14, Bedford row 

Kise, Georcz Atsert, Gt Dover st, Job Mastet Aug 9 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Litter, Atrrep, and Jouyx Litter, Manor pl, Walworth 
1d, "Music Hall Artistes Aug i7 at 11  Bankruptrs 
bldgs, Carey st 

Lums, Saran, Bridgnorth, Salop, Fishmonger Aug 17 até 
Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury : 

MANSFIELD, Grorcr, Gt Chesterford, Essex, Blacksmith 
Aug 15 at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Marcu, Wittiam, Wylam, Northumberland, Farmer 
Aug 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosely st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Mawey, Witiran, Leicester, Cycle Maker Aug 17 at 3 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Nico.oruto, Joun, Piccadilly Aug 19 at 11 Bankruptey 
bldgs, Carey st 

Parse, Witmot Henry, Kingsthorpe, Northampton, She 


ufacturer Aug 17 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge &, 
as og ee : 
Pirkinton, Heyry, Dartford, Watchmaker Aug 17 atll 
115, High st, Rochester 


Portuovse, Rosert Davipsox, Longtown, Cumberland, 
Brewer Aug 17 at 12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Smatteipce, AtBert Hooxine, Ivybridge, Devon, Grover 
Aug 18 at11 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Wess, W J, Brixton, Builder Augi7 at 11 Bankruptey 
bidgs, Carey st 

Weisuaus, Jacos, Dartford, Furniture Dealer 
1 115, High st, Rochester 

West, CHartes Autrrep, Leicester, Pianoforte Dealer 
Aug 17at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


~~ — m, ipingem, Confectioner Bir 

min et 4 Aug4 

Bancas, Hanocy Cunisrty, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer Leeds 

et Aug 5 5 

Barrinaton, Joseru, Blackburn, Furniture Dealer Black- 
bura Pet July9 Ord Aug5 

REALE, Wiiu1am, Ross, Hereford, Baker Hereford Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Beaumont, Witu1am Henry, Sheffield, Cutlery Manu- 
facturer Sheffield Pet Aug4 Ord Aug4 — 

Bex, James, Whittle Springs, nr Chorley, Lancs, Doctor 
Bolton Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Bootnroyp, Witt1am Grant, Moldgreen, Huddersfield, 
Watchmaker Huddersfield Pet July 31 Ord July i 

Bratrsvorp, Joun James, Tibshelf, Derby, Colliery 
man Derby Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Cane, 3 bf Acton, Builder Brentford Pet June16 On 

1 


y 
Coxon, Annie Exizapetn, Chester le Street, Durham, Grocet 
Durham "=~ Ord Aug 4 
Davey, Groner Sr Swirnen, 8t Ls, Devon, 
Davies, Richarp, Conway, Carnarvon, Builder Bangor Pe 


Aug 17 at 


der Exeter Pet July 31 Ord 


Augl Ord Aug 1 , 
Dopp, Herpes, yo Sl Bi ham, Fish Salesman Bir- 
mi Pet July 28 July 31 z 
Dovs, Matitpa Lexs, ter, Dressmaker Leominster 

Pet July2 Ord Aug 1 


Dymonp, Joun, Crediton, Devon, Engineer Exeter PA 
July 30 Ord July 30 
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proSPECTUS and TIME-TABLE of the Society’s LECTURES and CLASSES for the Third Term, 1903 (commencing 
September 10th and ending October 3ist). 
TEACHING STAFF. 
Frincipal and Director of Studies—EDWARD JENKS, B.C.L. 
Readers—C. A. MONTAGUE BARLOW, M.A., LL.D., and C. OBERTSON 1 DUNLOP. M.A., B.C.L. 
Tutors—THOS. BATY, D.C. me and EDGAR B. PYMAR, M.A., LL.B. 
All Lectures and Classes will be held at The Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, W.C. 
The Principal will be in his Room at the Society’s Hall on Thursday and Friday, 10th and 11th September, from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. ; 
fom 3 p.m. to 6 p.m.; and from 8 p.m. to 9 p.m. for the purpose of seeing Students who desire to enter for the Lectures or Classes of the 
Term. It is particularly requested that all such Students will make a point of calling during the above hours, or, if they are unable to call, will write to the 


Principal, giving full particulars of their requirements. 
THE PINAL EXAMINATION. | TIM&-TABLE — THE THIRD TERM, 1903. 
















































A complete Course of Lectures and Classes (Oral and W ritten) will be | e cre 1 eo. 
provided every year in the subjects of this Examination, viz. | SuBsecr. ~~ | ee — ov — | uexce- 
feel and Personal Property and Convey- | = ie fines v 
cing «» Lectures and Classes. st inal iin | 
Matters usually administered in the salah | Property and acon | m4 ) the paniglt) Lecture Tu. & Fri.5 p.m.) 158ept. 
cery Division its ee | yeyancing . a" per i.) | } 
Matters usually administered in the King’s s ” os 1 Se ” Isfonours Class ,, oy OPM! oy 99 
x > | Mr. Bymar | Pass Class, oo’ » Lo we 
Bench Division . . : * ” \Criminal Taw and | | 
Criminal Law (including | Proceedings | Fesesetingebatens (P Final IV. \| Dr. Baty | Honours Class Mf. & Th. 6p.m.)17 ,, 
before Justices), Bankruptcy, Probate, | Justices... ... ) | > SPO 
Divorce, and Ecclesiastical Law and hin le ’ ” Pass Class, co VRB] we os 
Practice, Admiralty Law and Practice... Classes. (stephen, B Bk. IL. Bad Dr. Barlow | Lecture M.& Th.5r.a), 
Class work: will include informal discussion, the answering of written questions, | Pt Class ~ Ome m| Sy 
and the argument of real and imaginary cases. Civ ii Tnjuri ies ' ‘ er. Dunlop I To. & Fri.5 p.u|18 . 
eta en Bk. ‘ a i 
” ” ” ” ASS ” 7 P.M ” 


THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. N.B. - The Classwork will, where it is s supplementary to Lectures, usually dea] with the 

Acomplete Course of Lectures and Classes (Oral and ge will be subject -matter of the preceding lecture nezt but on*. 
provided every half-year in the subjects of this Examination, viz. | 

Things Real (Stephen, Bk. IT. Pt. I.) .. Lectures and Chess: | 

Things Personal (Stephen, Bk. II. Pt. II.) * | 

. 

| 

} 

| 












FEES. 
[All Fees will include the right of personal or written consultation with 
the Principal on the general course of the Student’s reading, and on 


Rights in Private Relations (Stephen, Bk. IIT.) the special subjects of the lecturrs or classes covered by the Fees. } 


” 








Rights in Public Relations* (Stephen, Bk. IV.) oe ss For each course of twelve Lectures and Classes (Oral) £110 0 
Civil Injuries (Stephen, Bk. V.) ; axee ” ” To Clerks of Members of the Society ww & 6.8 
* Prescribed for January, 1905. For each course of twelve Oral Classes (without lectures) Marr i ue. 
To Clerks of Members.. oy ° 015 0 
. , wit 

LEGAL EXAMINATIONS OF THE UNIVERSITY Pet «tcl Correspondence Class of six'wee 2 pepers, with advice 
OF LONDON. To Clerks of Members 5 0 

If sufficient Students present themselves, instruction will be provided in Composition Fee, for a whole ey ear’s Lectures and Classes 
any of th+ subjects prescribed for the LL.B. Examinations of the Uni- for the Final * one eee 710 0 
versity of London not covered by the above Prospectus. Intending | To Clerks of Members .. 600 

Students are requested to communicate with the Principal. | Composition Fee, fora half- -year’ s Lectures and Classes 
for the Intermediate joa 5 00 
° To Clerks of Members... “ on > 2a 
omposition Fee, for a year’ 3 Correspondi ence Classes .. 10 0 0 
PRIZES AND SCHOLARSHIPS. To Clerks of Members... ««. ged eae 
5 0 0 


Do. half-year (Intermediate) a wi ae 

To Clerks of Members .. 0 
Prizes will also be awarded on | All Fees must be paid at the Office of the Society before the commence- 
| ment of attendance. . W. WILLIAMSON, Secretary. 
Law Socrery’s Hatt, Cuancery Lae, W.C., 1st August, 1903. 


| 
An Examination will be held at the end of each Course of Lectures and 
Classes, and a Prize of Books or a Medal awarded on the combined results | 
of the term’s work and the examination. 
the work of the whole year. A scheme of Scholarships is in contempla- 


tion, but particulars cannot yet be announced. 








Franxpirr, End, Northampton, 


er 


Wi.uiam, St James’ 


Taytor, CHARLES Pong ty Fy Cheadle, Chester, Solicitor Du re Basinghall st, African Merchant High 
Northampton Pet July8 Ord July 31 Preston Pet | Court Pet Feb12 Ord June 19 





uly 29 
Frowp, Hesnert HAppon, + Dairyman East- | TURNER, FREDERICK i Dixon’s Green, Dudley, Com- | tomes rot S 
bourne Pet July 29 Ord Au mercial Traveller Dudley Pet July 31° Ord July 31 | °°D%; Bese, Lenton mm TS Ren Se See 
Sm Fane, Dest, eal Mere Lm High Court Pet | | Wann, oy ~ a. Brixton, Builder High Court Pet | | Fonp, Fraxcis Taom mAs, Norwich, Cycle Agent Norwich 
y 89 ug yl4 7 Ord A 
Haniey, ALrrep Joux, Newport, I of W, oe Merchant | Witkrnsox, ALBERT ‘Norwich, Fish Hawker Norwich | we 
Newport and Ryde Pet Augi Ord Au Pet Augi Ord p heer ty HOLAS, Catliate, Plumber Carlisle Pet Aug 


GLADsToNE, eee Brampton, Cumberland, Innkeeper 
Carlisle Pet June 20 Oh anes r 


Amended notice substituted tn thes 5 published in the Garey, Soneeme a on Trae, Durham, Furniture 


Woop, Wituriam J 1, Music | 


= Draper Hartlepoo 
Teacher Sunierland Pet Juy 3 31 Ord July 31 


Haris, Tuomas Joseru, Loze Birming 
Birmingh am Pet July 31 Ord July 31 


Hawkins, Grorck ALBERT, Banwell, - arora China 





: r Wells Pet 6 ong 1 Ord Aug 
: Mad London Gazette y 3 on Tyne Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 
=e ron) » Balop, Vishmonger any Franc, 3 Stoke Newington, Bottler High Court Pet | GuionnierE, Aubert Louis, Mare st, Hackney, Refresh- 
Maxy, Marx, Haddenham, Bucks, Poultry Farmer Ayles- April 18 Ord July 20 ment Cuntractor High Court Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 
Mon Pet Aug1 Ord'Aug Amended notice substituted for that pent in the | Hau, Tn Tomas, wo Fey ; , Staffs, Fruiterer W Bromwich 
Bis, Bane ARET, Abextiler, Mon, Grocer Tredegar London Gazette of Jul Aa i: iy = Jony ter, G Ex r 

yl7 Ord Aug 5 | Picxinron, Hznry, Dartford ent, Watchmaker | HEaRt, po oun, Exeter, Grocer eter Pet Aug 

ansons, Grorck Cuaries, Croydon, Coal Merchant Rochester Pet July 29 Ord July 29 5 Ord Au 


ug 5 
Kirsy, ALBERT —, Stamford ho Com Merchant Hi 
| Court Pet A * 


ug 7 a 
| Kyront, Grorck Tuomas, Newbridge, Mon, Chemist 


Newport, Mon Pet Aug6é Ord Aug 6 


don Pet July 31 Ord July 31 

Paskix, Grora iE, Birmingham, Frviterer —| 
P et Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 

atcuerr, Roperr, =m, Lincs, Farmer Boston Pet. | 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Aug 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


b July 16 Ord Aug 1 | Barxer, Artuur, Bradford, Plasterer Bradford Pet Aug 8 | Lause.t, Jonny Taomas Pmsow, A Aahow st Shepherd's 

4¥ar, Hersert Arxstey, and Haro.p ALEXANDER | Ord Aug 8 , Butcher Court ug 7 Ord deat 
Astinas, King William st, Timber Merchant High | | BARKER, a Austin, Earl’s Barton, pe "| Lazzeri,” CELESTE, , Restaurateur 

‘ Pet May 20 Ord July 31 Greengrocer orthampton Pet Aug 7 Ord A Wandsworth Bet July a Gra A 

Back, Epwarp, Yeadon, nr Crating, Yorks, Grocer | Barratt, ApRAnAM, Newport Pagnell, Bucks, Rope ie | McLane, Wiiuiam Fox, t cscs Builder York 

r Pet July 31 Ord July 3 ‘orthampton Pet Aug? Ord ane Pet July Aug 5 

BILLPOTT, JosEPH JENKINS, Gillingham, Dorset, Coa) | Bu ts Cuartes, Brynmawr, Coal Miner Tredegar Mourns, ArTuur Cuarce ont Paane } reg, Barwell, 

R t yoy 4 Pet Aug1 Ord ang} et Aug8 Ord Aug 8 Leicester ug 6 ou Ass 

a nt ae} sim pt iemninghdse, Painter Birmingham Bung, Hany, , Tobacconist naire Pet Aug 6 | as quash, BP Bs Newingten, Bu High Court 

y 3 uly 31 Pet A’ 
Savery, Grornce Epwin, Easter, nr Chelmsford | Cocnran, CHARLES Busan, | omar » Theatrical Nongox, Groner, Barking, Essex, China Dealer High Court 


Good 
Sur ord Pet July 31 Ord July 81 
#, Joun Wittiam, Shirley, As aaa Builder Bir- | Day 
mingham Pet June1s Ord Jul Aug 


Pet J 
* plumber Gal ie Augé Ord Nontor, Gronor Janes Matmacn, oc, China Dealer High 
Cowt Ord Aug 7 


L, 
Pet Aug 7 
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Perneram, Witttam Georce, Bishopston, Bristol Bristol 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug6é 
Ratumect, Tom, Hi nr Huddersfield, Tobacconist 
uddersfield Pet Awe. Ord Aug 8 
Reavewt, Francis WitiaM. 7 | nr Woking, Builder 
Guildford Pet Aug 5 Ord rd Aug 5 
Rose, Tuomas, Bi China Dealer Birmingham 
Pet Aug8 Ord A 
Saseent, Foun Seouy, 1 ey Coachbuilder Truro Pet 
Aug Aug 8 
Surrt_eworrs, i er Wentworth st, Commercial st 
ffee House Proprietor High Court Pet Aug7 Ord 
A’ 


ug 7 
Stocxrox, Joun WILLA Winsford, Cheshire, Mason 
Crewe Pet Aug 6 Ord Au ug 6 
THomas par Pode = Porth, Glam, Stationer Ponty- 
pridd wy fs Ord Aug6 
THoMsoN, Fh Evenson, Bradford, Paper Merchant 
Bradford Pet Augé Ord Aug 6 
Towrrzey, ALFRED WILLIAM, Soho" st, Publican’s Manager 
Gourt Pet Augé Ord Augé 
ERBERT Hewry, Lichfield, erailor Walsall Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug 5 
Wares, Groree Ricumoxp Hore, Et Hackney, Builder 
High Court Pet Aug 8 Ord’ A’ 
—— Watter, Leeds, Builder eds Pet Aug1 Ord 
6 


Waser, Joux, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Labourer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Augs Ord Atig8 
= WE, Cricklewood High Court PetJuly 10 Ord 


ug 6 
Wiruiams, Warxix ee ee, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Augé Ord Aug 
Waicut, Frepericx Wesseun: Walthamstow, Commercial 
Clerk High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug’7 
Amended notice substituted for a gop in the 
London Gazette of Jul 
Lapp, James Bowey, ee pg Draper Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barker, a age Hunslet, i Grocer Aug 19 
Ree, 22, Park row, 

Bagyett, Teme Avaustus Senate ie Iifracombe, Solicitor 

Aug 19 at 12.15 Mesers Sanders & Sons, High st, Barn- 


staple 
Bareanp, Evpreap, Guest Baer, nr Walsall, Farmer Aug 
2Wati2 Off Rec, W. elverham 
Beavmont, Witras Hewry, effield, Cutl 
facturer Augi9at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Bet, James, ittle 8 nr Chorley, Lanes, Doctor 
Aug 19 at3 19 'st, Bol iton 
Brewarp, Henry, Leicester, Fish Dealer Aug 19 at 12 Off 


Burt, Haney, : Tobacconist Se 8 at 11.30 
County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd. ings 
Coctaas CHARLES Brake, John st, Strand, Theatrical Agent 


Aug Zlati1 Bankry bidgs, Carey st 
Ceanz, Joun Bett, aa Aug 19 at 12 Off Rec, 


Epear, Hexry ion mer Aug 24 
at 12 Bankruptcy b eee st ~ 
Fiecp, Tom, Co! orks General Dealer Aug 19at 11 


- Olt Ree, ae Hull - 
= Raxcis Tuomas, Norwich, mt A 19 at 
1.15 Off Rec, 8, King st, N Nove 7 ” * 
—_ Heesert Happox, Eastbourne » Dairyman Sept1 
—— les & Bons’ Office, Seaside rd, East- 


Gennes, & Grorer, Blaydon on Tyne, Durham, Furniture 
Dealer Aug 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 


castle on 
Hatt, ieouse WARD, Bi Grocer’s Clerk <A’ 
13 at 11, 174, Corporation # Birmninghams = 
Hagweyr, ALrEED Joux, Newport, I of W, Coal Merchant 
Aug 19 at 11 Off Rec, 19, Quay st, Ner , of W 
Harvey, Georce Epwazp, Brick- 
layer Aug 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 


Hawkins, Grorce Atzeret, Banwell, Somerset, China 
Dealer Aug 19 at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin at, 


Heakt, yy > Joux, Exeter, Grocer Aug 19 at 10.30 
Off Bedford circus, Exeter 
~~ Winstax se Cpa Pr Plumber 
1 14 
Joxzs, koe Blaenav Ironmonger Aug 19 at 3 
135, High Merthye yaa” afl ™ 
Exar, Goren an. ewbridge, Mon, Chemist Aug 
Wat ll Off Rec, Wi chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
, James Bowes, Liantrisant, Glam, Draper Aug 20 
at 12 135, High st. 
McLazes, Wituras Fox, Acomb, Yorks, Builder Aug 21 
at12.15 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Maxwet, Rovert Hauittox, Atyrep Bayes, and WILLIAM 
Foster, Gainsborough, Caraboard Manufacturers Aug 
alat il Off Rec, 31, Silver st Lincoln 


Cuantes Epwaap Leeds, Tobacconist Aug 19 at 

1s Off Kec, 22, Park row, ed 

Pagsect, Roseat, ester, Hardware Merchant 
2lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

Pasxrx, nn tye 


Aug 
Manchester 
Fruiterer Aug 20 at 11 174, 


wae yt a “Yeation, nr Yorks, Grocer A 

19 st 12 Off Ree, 22, Say h. Ks 

Saigon: Witiiax ‘Guonce, Bristol Augi9at11.45 Off 
Rec. 24, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Paice, Reoixarp, Queen | Victoria st Ang 2iat 12 Bank- 


Rerves, Maxx, Aston Birmingham, Painter Aug 21 at 11 
ee Sapte s Birmingham ee 

Savyvers, Joux Dustox, Dra Park, Hanwell, Actor 
Aug ip at 12 on Rec, M4, row 

ew AXWELL, 8 Surrey Aug 2 at 12.30 


ot aed Bradford, Paper Merchant 
Aug Zi at Off Rec, 20, Tyrrel st, Bradiord 





Sees, beg Wim, Soho st, Publican’s Manager 
A {11 Bankruptcy bid; 


igs, Carey st 
TRInDER, Soon, Penarth, Baker Aug 20 at 3 Off Ree, 
117, St Mary ‘st, Cardiff 
Werper, Wauter, Leeds, Builder Aug 19 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Wenstek, Bzxr, Cheadle Hi , Cheshire, Builder Aug 
2lati1l Off Ree, roy Pentes, Stakst pl, Stock; 
‘Warponn,.¢ Joux, Waltham, . Leicester Sept 18at 11.40 e 
w Courts, Peterboroug! 
Wetter, W E, Cricklewood Aug 20 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Care 
WETHFRALL, Basesr Vicros Aubert, Walton on Thames, 
irre — Aug 20 at 11.30 24, Railway 
app, 
wun — rid wich, Fish Hawker Aug 19 at 1 


Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
nee, We = Aug 21 


Wootvert, Epwarp, 
at1l1 Off Ree, 15, Gabor st, 
Wariaat, Josern, Blackpool K Baker ‘Aug I 19 %, 11 Off Rec, 


14, Chapel st, Preston 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Amos, Wiit1am Rosert, Shireham: pton, aT Fried Fish 
Dealer Bristol Pet July 28 Ord Ai 
Barker, Soren, Si Bradford, Plasterer Bretford Pet Aug 
ug 8 
Barker, Freperick Austin, Earl’s Barton, Northampton, 
Gree! orthampton Pet Aug? Ord 1 a 
Barranpb, Eipreap, Gt Barr, nr Walsall, Farmer 
Pet July7 Ord Aug7 
Bageatt, Apranam, Newport Pagnell, Buin, Rope Maker 
No og Pet Aug7 Ord Au 
Bu + tym ye myAug 3° Brecon, Conk 1 Miner, Tredegar 
Augs8 O 


ae. “Haney, Tobacconist Hastings Pet Aug 
6 Ord A 


CuanDLey, GzoraE, Rugby, Warwick, Builder Coventry 
o eee ge eg . ti 
LAMP, Witu1amM ALrFrep, jun, Birmingham, Licensed 
ictualler Birmingham alge ah Ord Aug 8 
Cocuran, Cuartes Biaxe, John st, -y =i Theatrical 
Agent High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 
oe Joun Bew., Biggleswade Bedford” Pet Aug 4 


ug 7 
—_, Banat, Ipswich, Plumber Ipswich Pet Aug6 Ord 


ug 
Dye, Cuaries Pace, yor Bucks, Chemist Aylesbury 
= Pet a ip Aug ¥ 8 
DGAR, HEnry, iain, enny jurgeon High 
Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 
Fenton, RoGer = AM nr Torquay Exeter 
Pet ‘July 10 Ord Ra 
Forp, Francis Toomas, Norwich, Cycle Agent Norwich 
Pet Aug7 Ord Ai 
GuUIONNI£RE, ALBERT S.. Mare st, Hackney, Refresh- 
ment Contractor High Court Pet Augé Ord Aug 6 
Hau, Erxest Epwarp, Moseley, Birmingham, Grocer’s 
Clerk Birmingham Pet Tuly 792 Ord Aug 8 
Haypox, AnpReEw Freperic Tempe, Bickenhall mns, 
yr ps pl, Gentleman High Court Pet March 26 
Aug 7 
Hices, Taomas, Bayston hill, nr Peswieay, Blacksmith 
Shrewsbury Pat July 29° Ord Aug 
Kxicut, Gsorce Tuomas, Newbridge, Mon, Chemist 
Newport, Mon Pet Aug6 Ord A Angas 
LampBeLL, Jou~n Tuomas Pettow, epherd’s Bush, 
Butcher High Court Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 
Movutps, Artuur Caar.es, and WILLIAM Warr, Barwell, 
Leicester Leicester Pet Aug6 Ord A 
Movuntrorp, Tuomas, Saltley, pam, 
ming! Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 6 
Nortox, George James Maurice, Ilford, China Dealer 
igh Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 
Perseram, WILLIAM for tae Bishopston, Bristol Bristol 
Pet Augé Ord A ug 6 
Perrit, Ferix Grorce Boriey, 8 Bermondsey, Builder 
High oe Pet July9 Ord Aug 6 
<> Tom, Honley, nr Huddersfield, Tobacconist 
Huddersfield Pet Augs8 Ord Aug8 
Reaver, Feaycis WILLIAM, ae, nr Woking, Builder 
Guildford Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug5 
Ross, Roxaup yest Paignton, Devon High Court 
Pet June5 Ord 4 
Sanpeers, Joun Henry, St Gluvias, Cornwall, Coachbuilder 
Truro Pet age Ord Au 
Stecxtos, Jonn Wim, Winsford, Cheshire, Mason 


anes Bir- 


Crewe Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 

Tuomas, Henry Witw1am, Porth, Glam, Stationer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Augé Ord Au; 

Tuomsox, Peter ae, dtr, Paper Merchant 
Bradford Pet A 

——— ALFRED Coane Sob ot, Peiticnn's Monege 


igh Court Pet Aug6 Ord A Aug 6 
oun NC — Rosert, Somerset, Traction 
Engine Proprietor Taunton Pet J aly 14 Ord A’ 
vo, + alammee Leeds, Builder Leeds Pet Aug 1 Ord 


ug 

Wesstex, Joux, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Labourer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Au Ord Aug 8 

WeLieors, Jouy, Waltham, Leicester Peterborough Pet 
May 23 Ord Aug7 

Weizr, Avtaw Craupe, Park pl, 8t James’ High Court 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 5 

Werners.y, Exxest Victor Atpget, Walton on Thames, 
y oa] Merchant Kingston, Surrey Pet July 9 Ord 

u 

Wrstsns, Warkix, Liansilin, Denbigh, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 

Waiout, Frepexicx Witttsm, Walthamstow, Ersex, Com- 
mercial Clerk High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

Youne, Farprnick James, C trae Coufectioner Coventry 
Pet July 24 Ord July 31 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July $1 : 


Lapp, James Bowe», Liantrisant, Glam, Dra: Ponty- 
pridd Pet July Ord July 28 oe ae 








pj eraesity COLLEGE, BRISK 
FACULTY OF MEDICINE. 


The LN aa SESSION will, commence on TH 
OCTOBER 1 
This College i is the only Institution in the West of 
land which provides a complete Medical Curriculum, 
complete Dental Curriculum is also provided. 
Students of the College are admitted to the Clinical 
tice of the Bristol Royal Infirmary and the Bristol 
Hospital conjointly, and consequently both these j 
tions are open to ’ Students. 3 
The and the Hospital comprise between ¢ 
a total of 470 4 eects v=" a " 
ent en’ ments for the D 
potent Dever tildes and of the Eye, Ear, and 
besides en oh Out-door Maternity Departments, — D 


a. 
tudents of the College also have the privilege of af 
ing the practice of the Bristol Royal Hospital for ‘ 
Children and Women, containing 104 beds, and that 
Bristol Eye Hospital with 40 beds. The total numbe 
beds available for Clinical Instruction is therefore 614, 
i Hospital Practice is attended at the Ho 
for Infectious Diseases of the Sanitary Authority ¢ 
Corporation of Bristol; and Lunatic Asylum Demg 























































tions at the City and County Lunatic lum, Fishy & A 

Very exceptional facilities are thus a orded St 

obtaining a wide _— prone ane acquaintance with —_—_ 
. | ao of 3 egg ple urgi - Seine inf te Student 
opportunity o’ = udying @ lar ie THE 
cnaea. an of ook = mn practical skill in 
trea’ 

Prospectuses and all particulars may be obtained, 5 
application to JAMES RAFTER, Registrar and Sentmgag = POLL 
or to E. MARKHAM SKERRITT, M.D., Dean. | 

Froevity 
HARING CROSS HOSPITAL Mor 
MEDICAL SCHOOL. TRUSTEES! 

The WINTER SESSION will commence on THURSDAY, 

OCTOBER Ist, at 4 p.m., by the annual Prize Distributiq HEAD OF 
and address to the Students by Sir CHartes Wywpnau, 

Cuarixe Cross Hosritat is within three minutes’ wh -_ 
of the Royal Dental Hospital of London, and the hound 
Lectures are arrap to suit the convenience of bt 
General and Dental Students. 


The Hospital and School are situated within two mime 
of both Charing Cross Stations, and the Athletic Ground 
Eltham can be reached within half-an-hour from Chariy 
Cross. 


THE SCHOOL pncwraeres. containing full it 
formation concerning the Gonses, .-y and al 
other ments connected Medical 
School, will — on 2) aeasion tot the DBal, 
Chandos-street, 8 


and, W.C 
HERBERT F. WATERHOUSE, Dean 


MNHE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL 
MEDICAL SCHOOL 
A SCHOOL OF LONDON UNIVERSITY. 
The WINTER nom ll 1903-1904, will commence @ 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 
Two Entrance Scholarships’ ( (value £100 and £60) will 
—— for September 22nd, 23rd, and 24th. 
Entrance Scholarship (value £60), open to Studes 
of t the Universities of Oxford and Cambri ge, will be cm 
for on September 22nd and 23rd. Notice in writing 
to be sent to the Dean on or before September lth. 
There are annually 18 Resident Hospital Appointments 
open to Students without extra fee. 
Composition fee for General Students for whole medial 
curriculum 135 guineas, for Dental Students 54 guineas, 
Special terms in favour of University Students who have 
commenced their medical studies and of University d 
$ondon Students who have passed Prelim. Sci. 
The Residential College adjoins the Hospital, and pw 
vides accommodation for 30 Students. 
Prospectuses -_ - iculars may be obtained from 
URRAY, M. M.B., F.R.C.8., Dean. 


BENJAMIN GRAD, 


TRANSLATOR, 


49, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, Ev. 
TELEPHONE GO11 CENTRAL 


ALL LANGUAGES. 
SPECIALITY : 
LEGAL TRANSLATIONS. 
RUSSIAN TYPE WRITING. 
ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.1.ME, 
M.8.A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Office), 
36, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. Letters Patent & 
tained and ration effected in all purts of th 


World. Oppositions conducted. Opinions and 
as to novelty. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LimiTED, 
PRIATERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Parviamentary Bits, Minutes or Evivence, Booxs 
Reverence, STATEMENTS OF CL arm, Answers, &¢., & 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
and all General and Commercial Wert 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, 6 
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Suita 
THE 


Mort: 
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